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EDITORIALS 


Keeping The Record 
Straight 


In the last issue of The Journal we commented 
on a recent editorial printed in The Christian 
Century and copied by The Presbyterian of the 
South, in which the Southern Presbyterian and 
the Southern Baptist denominations were held up 
to ridicule on account of their “‘non - co-operative 
spirit.” We raised the question as to whether it 
was “Co-operation or Compromise” that these 
interdenominational advocates wanted. We stated 
that we believed that Dr. Darby Fulton, our Exe- 
cutive Secretary of Foreign Missions, and those 
associated with him can still be trusted to handle 
our Foreign Mission affairs for us without the aid 
of the proposed North American or National 
Council. Since that was written we have had a 
letter from Dr. Fulton explaining what actually 
happened. at the meeting of which the editorial in 
The Christian Century and The Presbyterian of 
the South was so critical. We quote from his let- 
ter at length in order that the false impression 
made by The Christian Century and The Presby- 
terian of the South might be corrected and that 
our readers may have an insight into some of 
these Interdenominational Conferences. 

Quotation from Dr. Fulton’s letter under date 
of March 3, 1944: 

“As regards the editorial in the Christian Cen- 
tury, describing what took place at the Foreign 
Missions Conference meeting in Chicago, I couldn’t 
help but be amused by the seriousness with which 
the writer played the matter up. You might be 
interested in what actually happened. 

The Foreign Missions Conference, as you know, 
is composed of some 124 member boards and 
societies. Ordinarily the Conference meets once 
a year, and the Chicago meeting was attended 


by 500 (approximately) delegates. 


The Foreign Missions Conference is supported 
by the voluntary, discretionary contributions of 
its member agencies. It has no right to levy or tax 
the constituent boards. Indeed there are many 
of the member boards that do not contribute 
anything. 


Within the last few years the member agencies 
have been asked to subscribe to the support of 
the Conference a definite percentage of their 
annual receipts. Some boards are doing this, oth- 
ers are paying less than this amount, and still 
others make no contribution at all. Our Foreign 
Mission Committee has always contributed, and is 
now giving more than ever before, but the figure 
does not come up to the percentage requested. 
Our Committee has not seen fit to make a further 
increase in its contribution to the Conference 
budget because, frankly, the value of the Con- 
ference as a medium of cooperative missionary 
counseling and planning has been greatly injured 
during the past few years as the Conference has 
given its attention more and more to organl- 
zational matters in the encouragement of a cen- 
tralized, over-all administration and control. 


The Christian Century editorial has reference 
to what took place when the budget of the Con- 
ference for the coming year came up for dis- 
cussion. I do not have the figures before me, 
but the proposed budget was approximately $75,- 
000. The Chairman of the meeting (there were 
several hundred delegates present) made reference 
to the fact that some of the member boards 
were not contributing the quota requested by the 
Conference. He then did something that seemed 
hardly in good taste when he called on those 
present who represented boards that were below 
the quota to stand up and explain why they were 
not meeting the Conference askings. The Chair- 
man was insistent about this. He practically de- 
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nanded that the boards show cause why they were 
plow the figure requested. 


Having received a virtual challenge to speak 
up, there was nothing that the boards concerned 
could do in all self-respect but to stand up and 
give a forthright reply to the question. I recall 
that Dr. Sadler of the Southern Baptist Church 
arose and stated the position of his group. Dr. 
Rankin of the Southern Baptists also spoke. I 
made a statement in behalf of our own Executive 
Committee. The gist of all these remarks, made 
with the utmost of courtesy and of frankness, was 
that we were uncertain about the future de- 
velopment of the Foreign Missions Conference 
and that these misgivings definitely affected the 
disposition of the boards in the matter of their 
contributions. 

After Dr. Sadler and Dr. Rankin and I had 
spoken, the Chairman broke in and suggested 
that the Conference go on with the consideration 
of the budget. He had allowed this little discussion, 
he said, even though it was not strictly in order, 
but it would be best now to return to the budget 
that was before us! 

While the comments of the Christian Century 
are very flattering to the Southern Baptist and 
the Southern Presbyterian denominations, crediting 
us with a prodigious amount of influence in the 
Foreign Missions Conference, all honesty compels 
me to admit that our weight in the organization 
has been considerably exaggerated. We are re- 
ferred to as holding the ‘“‘veto power.” You will 
understand why we had to smile when we read 
this, seeing that the Southern Baptists and South- 
ern Presbyterians are just two among 124 mem- 
ber agencies of the Foreign Missions Conference! 
If we have any power, it is clearly not because 
of the votes we control but because our point of 
view has commended itself to the judgment of our 
constituents. 

I was also interested in the Christian Century’s 
account of the tremendous damage to the budget 
and usefulness of the Foreign Missions Conference 
that is supposed to have been done by the un- 
willingness of the Baptists and Presbyterians to 
contribute their full quota. The editorial gives the 
Impression that we, by our attitude, had reduced 
the stream of cooperation to a trickle. The Foreign 
Missions Conference is condemned to crawl along 
at a poor dying rate, when the payment of our 
full quota would have set the Conference before 
the world as a dynamic agency for missionary ¢co- 
operation! Actually the difference involved is 
approximately $6,000 which would mean that the 
Conference might have adopted a budget of $81,- 
000, instead of $75,000. And yet our action is 
represented as having doomed the Conference to 
do its work for another year on a budget which 
would not be excessive for the federation of 
churches of a medium-sized city’! 

_ What the Christian Century failed to bring out 
Is that the budget of the Conference is spent 
almost entirely for administrative and overhead 
expenses, not for the support of cooperative field 
projects in missions. Such cooperative field projects 
are carried on largely under the direction of 

Area Committees” which are Sub-committees of 
the Conference and have their own separate 
budgets, such as, the Committee on East Asia, 
the Committee on Cooperation in Latin America, 
the Committee on Africa, and the like. The Chris- 
tian Century did not know that while we were 
declining to increase our contributions to the 


Conference budget, for reasons already explained, 
we were at the same time entering into certain 
cooperative field enterprises, some old and some 
new, with our sister boards of other churches, 
involving expenditures far in excess of the amount 
we lacked in meeting the Conference quota. The 
Christian Century overlooked the fact that there 
is a vast amount of missionary cooperation that 
goes on today between various groups and combi- 
nations of boards that does not fall at all under 
the scan of the Foreign Missions Conference. The 
board that is contributing less to this particular 
budget might actually be giving more to the 
whole cooperative missionary effort in its total 
expression. 

Surely, however, the Christian Century realized 
that the underlying issue in the discussion at 
Chicago was not, “How much cooperation shall 
we have?” but rather, “What kind of cooperation 
is it to be?” It was the method and philosophy 
of our cooperations that was involved. Is it to be 
the free, democratic working together of mission 
boards in enterprises of mutual concern; or is it 
to be a monopolistic, totalitarian, centralized con- 
trol in which the element of free cooperation will 
find no air to breathe? Indeed, there is a question 
as to whether cooperation, as distinguished from 
consolidation and centralization, is to be allowed 
to survive. This is the real issue, and the Christian 
Century’s overwrought reaction to the simple 
statements made by the Baptist and Presbyterian 
representatives in Chicago is explained by the fact 
that we dared to lift our voices in opposition to a 
plan, strongly supported by the Christian Century, 
that would bring the total program of activity of 
American Protestantism under the control of a 
monopolistic liberalism.” 


Is The Committee On Co-operation And 
Union Acting In Line With The 
Instructions Of Our Assembly? 

The minutes of the General Assembly (1948, 

Pages 61-62), show that the following action was 
taken by the Assembly in this matter, upon the 


recommendation of its 
Relations: 

“In view of the fact that the proposed Plan of 
Reunion is only the first draft of a report pre- 
pared by a sub-committee of our Permanent Com- 
mittee working with a similar sub-committee from 
the General Committee of the Presbyterian Church 
in the U.S.A., and that due to limited time avail- 
able for its consideration, it has not received 
careful study and approval by the whole com- 
mittee; and inasmuch as it is obviously the un- 
animous judgement of the whole committee as 
well as of the sub-committee that it would be 
unwise for the Assembly to take any action at 
this time which might precipitate a church-wide 
discusson of this highly controversial matter in 
the stress of the war emergency; 

We therefore recommend: 

That the whole question be left in the hands of 
the Permanent Committee on Co-operation and 
Union for careful study and consideration, and 
that the committee be authorized and directed to 
continue its explorations along lines laid down, 
and in accordance with instructions given by for- 
mer Assemblies. 


Inasmuch as the general circulation of the 
printed Plan of Reunion in its present form might 
precipitate premature and needless discussion and 


Committee on Foreign 
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might prejudice or delay unduly the prospect of 
ultimate agreement on any plan, no provision 
should be made for further distribution of the 
proposed plan until it has been approved by the 
Permanent Committee on Co-operation and Union.” 


The Presbyterian News Service, Atlanta, Ga., 
sent out the following news release in February: 

“The Permanent Committee on Co-operation 
and Union held a meeting in Atlanta, Ga., on 
February 9, 1944; thirteen of the seventeen mem- 
bers being present. 

The chief item of business was the considera- 
tion of a plan of reunion between the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States of America 
(Northern) and the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States (Southern). 

A special sub-committee appointed to study and 
analyze this plan was unable to adopt recommen- 
dations and presented to the Permanent Com- 
mittee certain discussions of the plan that had 
been carefully prepared by members of the sub- 
committee. These papers were received and placed 
in the hands of the Drafting Committee for con- 
sideration in the revision of the plan. 

The Permanent Committee then by unanimous 
‘vote, issued the plan for study and suggestion, 
instructing the chairman and secretary in con- 
junction with the Stated Clerk of the General 
Assembly to send a copy of it, together with com- 
ments of the Drafting Committee to all of the 
ministers of the Southern Church and to make it 
available to all members of the Southern Church.” 


Please note that the Permanent Committee is 
not approving the plan before its distribution as 
instructed by the Assembly. Please note further 
that the report of the sub-committee to study and 
analyze the plan is not being sent down to the 
Church but instead the comments of the Drafting 
Committee (all of whom were favorable to the 
plan) are being sent down. If this report as given 
by the Presbyterian News Service is correct, then 
we submit that this committee is not carrying oui 
the instructions of the last Assembly. 

We understand that at least three members of 
the Permanent Committee, namely: Major Calvin 
Wells, of Mississippi; Rev. Melton Clark, D.D., of 
Alabama; and Rev. Robert King, D.D., of Appa- 
lachia; are in hearty disagreement with this plan 
on several points. Major Calvin Wells has drafted 
a report embodying these points which report was 
put into the hands of every member of the Per- 
manent Committee according to Major Wells. We 
are printing this report on Pages 7-18 of this 
issue of The Journal. It is a long and carefully 
drawn report and will we are sure receive a 
hearty response from many in our Church. 

—H.B.D. 


Anticipating a demand for extra copies of this 
issue, we have had a limited number printed. We 
will send fifteen of these to one address for one 
dollar. If you want the extras, it will be well for 
you to write us immediately, as we will fill these 
requests in the order received and we feel that 
our supply will soon be exhausted. 


8 te 





We are still making our special club subscrip- 
tion offer of six annual subscriptions for five dol- 
lars. Several churches are subscribing for all offi- 
cers. Why not send a half dozen subscriptions to 
your Young People’s Group? This would also be 
a fine investment for Sunday School Teachers. 


—<—— 


Since our last issue went to press we have re. 
ceived over 200 new subscriptions. Our subscrip. 
tion list has now passed the 4,200 mark with addi. 
tional new ones coming in each week. We are 
constantly receiving letters saying that a friend 
has brought The Journal to the attention of the 
writer, that having seen this copy they want t 
subscribe. Some are hearing about The Journal 
for the first time each week. You can help in thi; 
way. Remember that The Southern Presbyterian 
Journal Company, Inc., is a non-profit corpora- 
tion and all monies received go right into The 
Journal’s ministry. We praise God for His ex. 
ceeding great blessings and pray for the con- 
tinued growth of The Journal’s testimony. 


Pray Now! 


Christians have within their grasp the greatest 
potential power existing in the world, but we 
either fail to appreciate this fact or at least are 
negligent in its use. 

God has ordained that through prayer His al- 
mighty power is released. Prayer is the switch 
through which this power is made available. Due 
to this fact we Christians can, if we will but pray, 
change the course of events for our Nation, and 
for our loved ones in danger. 


The daily exercise of importunate prayer is not 
only our privilege, it is our duty. Eternity alone 
will prove to us how much we have accomplished 
by this. Then, too, our men and our nation desper- 
ately need the guidance, wisdom and help God 
alone can give. This need is not sensed by many 
who are guiding the destiny of our Country. Pray 
now. —L.N.B. 


Dancing At Davidson 


The recent majority decision of the Board of 
Directors of Davidson College to permit dancing 
at Davidson is, in our judgement, a tragic com- 
promise which will have far-reaching and serious 
results. 


It is not easy to write this editorial because, of 
necessity, it implies criticism of some of our out- 
standing church leaders. It is difficult to write 
too because some will think the position we take 
narrow and unrealistic towards certain present 
ways of life. But it is hardest to write because we 
feel that this action is a symptom of a disease 
within the Church which is destroying her life 
and spiritual power. 


It is the duty of every honest physician to re- 
cognize symptoms. By these symptoms the disease 
itself is diagnosed and only then can _ proper 
measures be taken to effect a cure. Much the 
same method must be applied in studying the 
Church; but instead of the modern methods of 
science, methods which often change and become 
outmoded by later discoveries, we turn to the 
Word of God and those unchanging spiritual and 
moral precepts of life which hold good in every 
generation. 

We call this recent decision to permit dancing 
at Davidson a tragic compromise for several rea- 
sons. First, because Davidson is a Christian Col- 
lege with a history of usefulness in the Church 
almost without parallel in any other college m 
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yy denomination. Second, because from Davidson 
ie come more of our ministers than from any 
iher one institution and there is no reason to 
sink that this will not continue to be true. 

for these reasons Davidson wields an influence 
» the thinking and life of our Church which is 
yond easy computing. It is not an exaggeration 
say that, “as goes Davidson, so goes our 
Church!’ Certainly those who control the destiny 
if Davidson have in the past sought to make her 
influence a blessing to the Church at large. 

It is obvious then that anything which affects 
the welfare of Davidson adversely, has also an 
yiverse effect on our Church as a whole. 

Within the bounds of.our Church there are yet 
thousands who look upon modern dancing as 
itterly inimicable to spiritual living and who re- 
ard the influence of such dancing as calculated 
i) do untold harm to young people. 

No one would intimate that every casual drinker 
eomes a drunkard, but our Church has always 
ieplored even this type of drinking among her 
members because of the impaired influence of the 
drinker, and the potentialities of such a com- 
promise. 

In like manner we do not infer that all young 
yople who dance will become morally depraved. 
We simply state that modern dancing tends to- 
wards the sensual in life and away from the spir- 
iual. In fact the dancing of today promotes a 
freedom between the sexes which is already too 
prevalent and which is having such disastrous re- 
sults that even federal agencies are alarmed at 
what they find. If our Church frowned on par- 
ticipation in the old-fashioned waltz as un- 
becoming in a Christian, what has happend to one 
of our outstanding church institutions which ac- 
cepts modern dancing as compatible with campus 
life? 

The argument, used by some, that it is better 

for the students to dance at the college, than for 
thm to dance in questionable surroundings in 
Charlotte is one which utterly ignores the issue 
involved. The inevitable result of this decision is 
to implant in the minds of our young people the 
idea that modern dancing has the sanction of our 
Church. If that is true, God help our Church and 
our young people! 
_I know of no better illustration of the principle 
involved than the following incident which oc- 
curred in one of our Southern Presbyterian fami- 
lies. This family had been worldly in the extreme. 
The father and mother, people of wealth and re- 
finement, had indulged in every form of worldly 
amusement, and their children, grown or half- 
grown, had followed in their footsteps. One day 
God laid His hand on this father and mother and 
Instead of being nominal Christians they became 
Spirit-filled, rejoicing in their salvation and on 
fire to witness for their Saviour. Time formerly 
wasted in worldly pursuits was now spent in the 
activities of their church, in Bible study and 
classes, and in personal witnessing. They exerted 
an influence for Christ in their city far beyond 
their own immediate church connection or ori- 
ginal circle of friends. 

In this changed life their children had not fol- 
lowed them and finally the issue was drawn. 
Should they refuse to permit their children to 
bring home their friends, there to dance and play 
cards, thereby. apparently separating them from 
home; or should they, while disapproving, open 
their home to this worldliness? 


In their perplexity they went to their pastor 
and asked for advice. His reply was substantially 
as follows: “Don’t do it, if you permit them to 
use your home in this way you are giving your 
tacit approval. If they go elsewhere their con- 
sciences will condemn them and you may yet win 
them.” They took this latter course and God 
gloriously blessed their faithful testimony by giv- 
ing them born-again children as their reward. 

In the present compromise at Davidson, witness 
against worldly conformity has been lost. Im- 
mature Christian youth, feeling that older Chris- 
tian leadership has expressed approval, will in- 
evitably feel that such worldly amusements have 
the sanction of the Church. One can but wonder 
too whether undesirable places in Charlotte will 
be visited less frequently because of this com- 
promise. 

There are thousands of Christian parents who 
still have strong convictions against worldly con- 
formity and who desire that in themselves and in 
their children may be fulfilled Paul’s injunction 
for holy living: “* .. . that ye present your bodies 
a living sacrifice, holy, acceptable unto God, which 
is your reasonable service. And be not conformed 
to this world: but be ye transformed by the re- 
newing of your mind, that ye may prove what is 
that good, and acceptable, and perfect, will of 
God.” To these in our Church this action will 
come as a shock. 

In speaking out bodily against worldliness in a 
church school one is being utterly realistic. Only 
a few nights ago the writer was on emergency 
call in one of our city hospitals. About 11:00 
P.M. a young woman was brought in drunk, with 
a bad laceration of the scalp caused by a beer 
bottle with which she kad been struck in a dance 
hall. By 1:00 o’clock in the morning we had treat- 
ed several soldiers who had been cut in a fight 
between soldiers and marines in another dance 
hall. These scenes are repeated almost every night 
in emergency rooms of civilian and military hos- 
pitals in our midst. Certainly the Church owes it 
to her young people to set a standard of personal 
living which, when they deviate from this stan- 
dard will cause their consciences to condemn 
them. Compromise on such issues has never 
brought anything but spiritual anaemia in _ its 
wake. 

Fortunately, a mistake which has been made 
can be corrected. The writer is convinced that the 
full implications of this action were not consider- 
ed by those on the Davidson Board who approved 
of its passage. As one Christian to other Christian 
brothers, we would urge that the whole matter be 
reopened, reconsidered and a clear and _ un- 
equivocal stand taken, holding high a standard of 
Christian living for our young people to see. Such 
a reversal would, in itself, bring a blessing to 
many and mean much to our Church. To do other- 
wise may postpone the spiritual revival we have 
prayed God so earnestly to send. —L.N.B. 


Chaplains’ Retreats 
By Chaplain Cecil H. Lang 


The army of the United States willingly grants 
to its chaplains a period of detached service to 
attend meetings of church courts, assemblies, 
conventions, etc. Each Catholic chaplain takes ad- 
vantage of this provision to make an annual indi- 
vidual spiritual retreat. In keeping with this policy 
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Chaplain Cecil H. Lang who is chief of the chap- 
lain’s section of one of the corps of our army 
arranged for a series of spiritual retreats for the 
Protestant chaplains under his supervision during 
the month of February, inviting all chaplains at 
weekly posts, lounges, or stations. 

The first of these was held at Princeton 
Theological Seminary, Princeton, New Jersey on 
Thursday, February 10th. The retreat opened at 
9:00 A. M. in the chapel of Princeton University 
and continued unti] 8:15 P. M. with sessions at 
the Seminary. Dr. Howard Kuist gave a series 
of three studies in I Peter, Dr. Andrew Blackwood 
spoke on “Preaching from the Bible.” Other speak- 
ers were Drs. John Kuizenga, Joseph Hromadka, 
and Elmer George Homrighausen of the Seminary 
Faculty and Dean Robert R. Wicks of the Uni- 
versity Chapel. The Girls’ Chorus of Westminster 
Choir College under the direction of Dr. John 
Finley Williamson conducted a_ thirty-minute 
period of worship in song. 

On Thursday February 24th Union Theological 
Seminary was host to the chaplains in that area. 
Rev. Benjamin R. Lacy, Jr. D.D., President, con- 
ducted the opening devotional and spoke on 
“Preaching Today.” Dr. Donald G. Miller gave 
Bible studies on Genesis and John. Professor B. 
H. Kelly conducted chapel worship and lectured 
on Daniel. The day was climaxed with a thirty 
minute worship period of music by the combined 
A.T.S. and U.T.S. A Capella choir under the di- 
rection of Professor James Sydnor and a stirring 
devotional message by Dr. W. T. Thompson. 

On Tuesday February 29th the chaplains in 
territory contiguous to Durham, N. C. gathered 
for the day to sit under the ministry of the 
faculty of Duke Divinity School. Dean Paul N. 
Garber arranged the program and conducted the 
opening devotional. 

Speakers for the day were Drs. H. E. Spence, 
Gilbert T. Rowe, W. F. Stinespring, Hornell Hart, 
and B. Harvie Branscomb. At the chapel period 
Dr. Robert G. McCutchon of DePauw University 
lectured on the ecumenical tread of hymnody. 
For the evening hour there was a twenty-minute 
twilight organ recital by Dr. Edward Hall Broad- 
head and a closing inspirational message by Dr. 
Frank S. Hickman, Dean of the Chapel. The 
chaplains and the faculty were guests at noon 
at a dinner given by the University at Duke Uni- 
versity Union. 

At the three retreats there was a total atten- 
dance of one hundred and seven chaplains, repre- 
senting various units of the Army Ground Forces, 
Army Service Forces, Army Air Forces, and the 
Navy and Coast Guard. The chaplains present 
were unanimous in their expression of the fact 
that these retreats were a season of needed and 
appreciated spiritual refreshing. 








_ 
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Gold From Guthrie 


From “The Gospel In Ezekiel.” By Thomas 
Guthrie. Chs. 4-5. Man Suffering. God’s Justice. 

God is slow to punish. He does punish, He shall 
punish; with reverence be it spoke, He must 
punish. Yet no hand of clock goes so slow as 
God’s hand of vengeance. 

Look, for example on the catastrophe of the 
Deluge. I appeal to the story of this awful judg- 
ment. True for forty days it rained incessantly, 
and for one hundred and fifty days “the waters 
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prevailed on the earth,” but while the period of 
God’s justice is reckoned by days, the period of 
his long-suffering was drawn out into years. Noah 
grew gray preaching repentance. 

We would not arm ourselves with the hars, 
thunders of the law, except, in the words of Paul, 
“to persuade you by the terrors of the Lord; 
We have no faith in terror dissociated fron 
tenderness. Yet, shall I conceal God’s verity, anq 
ruin men’s souls to spare their feelings? To hide 
what Jesus revealed were not to be more tender 
but less faithful than He. 

If any are living without God, and hope, and 
Christ, and prayer, I implore them to look here: 
turn to this dreadful pit. How it gleams with fire! 
How it resounds with woeful groans! Be wise: he 
men. Look your danger in the face. Oh! there are 
terrors enough in the Bible to make a man’s hair 















































































































stand on end. The 
Still it is not terror which is the mighty power oy 
of God. No man yet was ever driven to Heaven: - ne 
he must be drawn to it: and I wish to draw you, light 
In the Bible there is much more love than terror, , = 
We had not heard of sin had there been no Savior. ose 
The Son of God indeed does not go up and or ‘ 
down heaven weeping, wringing his hands, and Union | 
to the amazement of silent angels, crying, Would ublish« 
God that I had died for man! A more amazing re seve 
spectacle is here. He turns his back on heaven; Moan o! 
. He leaves the bosom and happy fellowship of His » be 
Father, he bares his own breast to the sword of “a wi 
justice, and in the depth of a love never to be tending 
fathomed, he dies on that accursed tree, “the just reson! 
for the unjust that we might be saved.” Union’ 
: am Sessiot 
The 1944 Woman’s Auxiliary J™" 
Birthday Objective of th 
During May, women of our Church will observe fj /our™ 
the Birthday meeting and make their offerings H% P@s¢* 
to the twofold Objective selected for the Woman's 1 a 
Auxiliary Birthday Gift for 1944. This objective J dy 
includes the Presbyterian School for Mexican 
Girls at Taft, Texas and the Defense Service Th 
Council of the General Assembly. Women of our & .}¢, 
Church have had a peculiar interest in the School, nent 
since the Auxiliary was instrumental in establish- 9% fojjo, 
ing it over twenty years ago. The 1944 gift will of ¢ 
enable that School to increase its usefulness to & horot 
Mexican girls. The Church as a whole has 4 & the} 





definite responsibility to the Defense Service 
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Council, but the Woman’s Auxiliary welcomes the mA 
opportunity to share the Birthday Gift with the J hers 
Council since that gift will make possible an ex- I 
panded service given to Presbyterian men and @ j; 
women in the armed forces of the country, and W 
also help to maintain the tie with the home & the 
Church. Of the first $50,000 given, $40,000 will HF to g 
be for the School, $10,000 for the Council; all & gue; 
over $50,000 will be equally divided between the men 
two. bee: 

————-— 2 ee 

“The Prayer Of A Soldier,” by Prof. Wm. C. 
Robinson, D.D., appearing in the March issue of con 
The Journal, was so enthusiastically received by tint 
our readers that we have had quite a number of I 
requests for it to be reprinted. In answer to these oat 
requests we are putting it into folder form in 4 of 
slightly revised edition and these are now avail- 4 
able at 15 cents per dozen or one dollar per hum 
dred postpaid. Many Churches will want to get ) 
enough of these for all their members in the ser oad 





vices and for their parents. 
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REPORT OF MAJOR W. CALVIN WELLS* 


Foreword 


The undersigned is a member of the General 
Assembly’s Permanent Committee on Co-operation 
ind Union. He was chosen by the Synod of Miss- 
isippi as its representative on the committee, 
ind he was unanimously chosen by that Synod to 
weceed himself on that committee in 1943. The 
Synod was well aware of his attitude on the vital 
question before that committee when it unani- 
mously re-elected him to that position. 


The committee has had a slight majority in 
favor of organic union among those present at 
each of its meetings. Those favoring organic union 
hve not failed to take full advantage of that 
slight majority. 

Every committee that had part in framing the 
proposed Plan of Union had a large majority of 
uion men in its membership until the Plan of 
Union had been prepared and printed. Then the 
published Plan was submitted to “a sub-committee 
of seven ... for study and analysis.” As chair- 
man of that sub-committee I prepared a report 
to be submitted to the sub-committee and then to 
the whole committee. Illness prevented my at- 
tending the meeting of the whole committee and 
presenting this report. As the proposed “Plan of 
Union” is to be sent to all our Ministers and 
Sessions, and as I have no other way of getting 
my study of the Plan in the hands of the Ministers 
and Sessions of our Church, I gladly avail myself 
of the kindness of The Southern Presbyterian 
Journal in having the report published in the 
pages of that paper. 

Il ask our Ministers and Elders to carefully 
study the document. —W. Calvin Wells. 


The undersigned respectfully submits to the 
sub-committee of seven of the Assembly’s Perma- 
nent Committee on Cooperation and Union the 
following as the result of his study and analysis 
of the entire printed Plan of Organie Union 
heretofore prepared by sub-committees of both 
the Northern and Southern Presbyterian Churches: 
_I have carefully studied “the Plan of Organic 
Union” with the “Comments of the Southern Mem- 
bers of the Drafting Committee.” 

_I find this Plan of Reunion or Organic Union 
ls an able and carefully prepared paper. 

Without attempting to present a criticism of 
the Plan in detail, I propose to devote my report 
to a discussion of the larger and more important 
questions which it raises, and which in my judg- 
ment come within the purview of this commitee, 
ecause they are the major questions with which 
the Assembly was concerned when this Commit- 
tee was appointed, and must continue to be so 
concerned so long as these negotiations are con- 
tinued. 
. I find that this Plan does not carry out the 
Of actions of the Southern General Assemblies 
: 1940, Minutes p. 67 (3); of 1941, p. 63, Sec. 
» Par. b; and of 1943, p. 61, Sec. 3, Par. 2. 


a Assembly of 1940 gave these instructions: 
he Assembly instructs this committee to 


safeguard 


th . . . 
of the che e purity of doctrine, the properties 


rches and endowments, the theological 


seminaries and other educational institutions, the 
administration of Home Missions, the direction 
of Foreign Missions supported by the respective 
synods, and the content of Sunday School litera- 
ture, so that the synods, whether as present 
constituted or enlarged, will be the final au- 
thority in such matters.” Minutes, p. 67; (see, 
also, Par. (2), p. 67). 


The Assembly of 1941 gave this statement of 
the purposes of continuing the Committee: 


a. “To continue to explore in search of suitable 
ways and means of bringing into one body all 
the branches of our Presbyterian family. This door 
of hope must not be shut for such labors.” 


b. “The Assembly instructs this Committee to 
safeguard the purity of doctrine, the properties of 
the churches and. endowments, the theological 
seminaries and other educational institutions, 
the administration of home missions, the direction 
of foreign missions * * * and the content of 
Sunday School literature.’”’ Minutes, p. 63. 

The Assembly of 1943 gave these directions: 

We recommend “That this whole question be 
left in the hands of the Permanent Committee 
on Cooperation and Union for careful study and 
consideration, and that the Committee be autho- 
rized and directed to continue its explorations 
along the lines laid down, and in accordance 
with instructions given by former Assemblies.” 

As said above, this Plan does not carry out the 
instructions of the Assembiies given above. Nay, 
I find that this Plan of Organic Union goes di- 
rectly in the face of many of the instructions 
given by the Assemblies. Some of these failures 
to so carry out such instructions are hereinafter 
set forth. 


I. Purity Of Doctrine. 


It does not safeguard “purity of doctrine.” 

In this Plan it is stated that this organic Union 
is projected “‘on the doctrinal basis of the Scrip- 
tures of the Old and New Testaments as the 
supreme standards, acknowledged as the inspired 
Word of God, the only infallible rule of faith and 
practice; and upon the subordinate standards, the 
Westminster Confession of Faith and the Larger 
and Shorter Catechisms, ete .. .” 

And you ask: “Does not that safeguard ‘purity 
of doctrine’?” 

It has been well said: “It is not the wording of 
a creed, but the interpretation, that matters. Any 
doctrinal statement agreeable to the U. S. A. 
Church must be interpreted in the light of the 
conditions and practices of that church, rather 
than in the protestations of the committees in 
conference. The meaning of a creed to a church 
is evidenced by the interpretation of those who 
subscribe to the creed.” 

The interpretation of its own creedal state- 
ments by the Northern Church, and its general 
laxity in doctrinal matters, is shown by its atti- 
tude toward the Auburn Affirmation and its sign- 
ers and supporters. 

You recall that Dr. Harry E. Fosdick, a Bdptist 
by denomination and a Unitarian in belief, but 
a brilliant preacher, was supplying the pulpit of 
the First Presbyterian Church in New York. He 
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was charged with openly repudiating five, at 
least, of the great fundamental doctrines of the 
Christian religion. The General Assembly of 1923 
directed the First Church to cease employing Dr. 
Fosdick. It declared, in taking that action, that 
the doctrines that he repudiated or denied, were 
fundamental and essential doctrines of our Stand- 
ards. It quoted from deliverances of the As- 
semblies of 1910 and 1916, and made this declara- 
tion: 

“1. It is an essential doctrine of the Word 
of God and our Standards that the Holy Spirit 
did so inspire, guide and move the writers of 
Holy Scriptures as to keep them from error. 


“2. It is an essential doctrine of the Word 
of God and our Standards that our Lord, Jesus 
Christ, was born of the Virgin Mary. 

“3. It is an essential doctrine of the Word of 
God and our standards that Christ offered up 
Himself a sacrifice to satisfy Divine justice and 
to reconcile us to God. 

“4. It is an essential doctrine of the Word of 
God and our Standards concerning our Lord 
Jesus Christ that on the third day He rose again 
from the dead, with the same body with which 
He suffered, with which also He ascended into 
Heaven, and there sitteth at the right hand of His 
Father, making intercession. 

“5. It is an essential doctrine of the Word 
of God as the supreme standard of our faith that 
our Lord Jesus Christ showed His power and 
love by working mighty miracles. This working 
was not contrary to nature, but superior to it.” 

Following this action of the Northern General 
Assembly of 1923, there was issued a paper 
known as the Auburn Affirmation, signed by 
1293 ministers of the Northern Presbyterian 
Church, including the present Moderator of the 
General Assembly, and approved by very many 
more ministers in that Church. 

This Auburn Affirmation is too long to insert 
herein in full, but I quote the following from 
that document: 

“The General Assembly of 1923 expressed the 
opinion concerning five doctrinal statements that 
each one ‘is an essential doctrine of the Word 
of God and our standards.’ On the constitutional 
grounds which we have before described, we are 
opposed to any attempt to elevate these five 
doctrinal statements, or any of them, to the po- 
sition of tests for ordination or for good stand- 
ing in our church. * * * 

“« * * Some of us regard the particular theories 
contained in the deliverance of the General As- 
sembly of 1923 as satisfactory explanations of 
these facts and doctrines. But we are united in 
believing that these are not the only theories 
allowed by the Scriptures and our standards as 
explanations of these facts and doctrines of our 
religion, and that all who hold to these facts 
and doctrines, whatever theories they may em- 


ploy to explain them, are worthy of all confidence 
and fellowship.” 


Of this Auburn Affirmation the Sunday School 
Times said: 

“It is noteworthy that the signers of the Au- 
burn Affirmation not only declared that these 
(five essential doctrines) should not be made 
tests for ordination, in the Presbyterian Church, 
but also referred to them as ‘theories.’ It is a sad 
turn of events when the Genéral Assembly, which 
had on three occasions affirmed its belief in these 


—— 


Scriptural doctrines as_ essential, elects 4, 
Moderator (Dr. Henry Sloane Coffin) a signer of 
a document which denies that they are essentia].” 


Also, the “League of Faith Constitution,” signe 
by hundreds of Northern Presbyterian Ministers 
says of it: 

“The Auburn Affirmation while professing be. 
lief in certain facts and doctrines expressed jp 
the vague language of non-doctrinal Modernism, 
declares that not one single one of the points 
mentioned in this 1923 General Assembly’s pro. 
nouncement is essential even for the ministry,” 


It clearly appears, therefore, that a majority 
in the Northern Church, following the Aubun 
Affirmationists in their construction of its stand. 
ards, seem opposed to making those essential doe. 
trines tests for ordination. 


As the Memorial from Chester Presbytery of the 
Northern Presbyterian Church well says: (See 
Minutes of Northern General Assembly). 


“To this challenge (this Affirmation) unto 
the present time no Assembly has made any re 
sponse; a fact which has encouraged many per. 
sons to conclude that these Assemblies concurred 
in the assertions of the Affirmationists. It is 
therefore widely believed that what doctrines are 
to be regarded as ‘the fundamental doctrines of 
the Christian faith’ as held by our Church is 
virtually an open question.” 


That the Modernists are in control in the 
Northern Church is further evidenced by the 
refusal of their Assembly in 1941, on recon- 
mendation of the Committee on Bills and Over- 
tures, of which Committee Dr. Henry Sloane 
Coffin was the Chairman, to adopt the overture 
of the Presbytery of Cedar Rapids, which over- 
ture is as follows, to-wit: 

‘“‘Whereas, the General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church, U. S., has deemed it wise to de 
clare itself in a ‘didactic, advisory, and monitory 
manner concerning the essential truths involved 
in the ordination vows, to which ministers and 
elders subscribe, and 

“Whereas, the doctrinal standards of the Pres 
byterian Church in the U. S. are substantially 
identical with our standards, and 

“Whereas, it is the hope and prayer of ou 
denomination that these two great branches o 
the Presbyterian Church might once again be 
organically united in the service of our Lor 
and Savior Jesus Christ, and 

“Whereas, we believe that this will be a step 
toward bringing the two denominations together, 

“Therefore, the Presbytery of Cedar Rapids 
meeting in Mount Vernon, Iowa, on April 28-29, 
1941, respectfully overtures the General Assembly 
of the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. meet 
ing in St. Louis, Missouri, in May, 1941, to de 
clare that it regards the acceptance of the i 
fallible truth and divine authority of the Scrip 
tures, and of Christ as very and eternal God, 
who became man by being born of a virgin, wh0 
offered Himself a sacrifice to satisfy divine Jus 
tice and reconcile us to God, who rose from the 
dead with the same body with which He suffered, 
and who will return again to Judge the world, 
as being involved in the ordination vows to whieh 
we subscribe.” 


It will be observed that this overture was i 
clear language, which referred to the five gretl 
doctrines of each Church as being involved in th 
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ordination vows, but when the General Assembly 
acted upon that overture it did not commit itself 
gs requested by the said overture, but answered 
in the following evasive language, to-wit: 
“Overture 20, that the General Assembly answer 
affirmatively in the following language: 


“The General Assembly, recognizing that the 
doctrinal standards of the Presbyterian Church in 
the United States are substantially identical with 
our own standards, expresses the hope and prayer 
that these two great communions of the Pres- 
byterian Church may once again be organically 
united in the service of our Lord and Savior, 
Jesus Christ. This Genera] Assembly reaffirms the 
fidelity of the Church to its doctrinal standards, 
and declares itself convinced that its ministers 
and elders are loyal to their ordination vows, and 
believes that the God of our fathers, who used 
them abundantly in winning the liberties, shaping 
the institutions, and laying the spiritual founda- 
tions of this nation, is calling the inheritors of 
their convictions in this urgent day to witness 
in a reunited Church to the truths of the gospel 
of Christ on which alone a just and fraternal com- 
monwealth can be reared, and which are the only 
hope for a world of righteousness and peace.” 


As further and more impressive illustration of 
this looseness of interpretation of the Standards 
by the Northern Presbyterian Church, I submit 
the following quotations as being illustrative of 
such interpretation, and that, too, not by some 
lone individual who might be termed a mere 
“crank” and not truly representative of the en- 
tire Northern Church, but the interpretation by 
that distinguished Minister who has been and is 
now the occupant of the highest office in the 
gift of that Church, to-wit: Moderator of the 
General Assembly. Each of the following has 
reference, as shown on the face of each, to in- 
terpretations by Dr. Henry Sloane Coffin: 


Presbyterianism 


“T early learned by heart the Shorter Catechism 
of the Westminster Divines, which is an excel- 
lent mental discipline in its logical reasoning and 
rhythmical English. Many of its formulations are 
obsolete, and I am not passing it on to another 
generation, but its purpose, to supply Christians 
with definite convictions and to make them think 
for themselves, is part of an inheritance worth 
striving to maintain .. . 

“T remain a Presbyterian, not because I believe 
the Presbyterian Church is better than any other, 
but because I owe to it whatever religious in- 
spiration I possess and because I believe that in 
it for the present I, with my ancestry, training 
and temperament, can most usefully serve the 
Kingdom of God... . 

“Ministers and other officer-bearers are re- 
quired to accept the Scriptures as the Supreme 
standard of faith and life and the Westminster 
Confession as containing the system set forth in 
the Holy Scriptures. Such subscription was not 
originally intended by the Westminster Divines, 
and I hope to see the day when it will no longer 
be required. .. . 

“I am a Presbyterian in spite of certain ten- 
dencies which crop out in the Church from time 
to time. One is the notion that the Presbyterian 
Church is a denomination and not an attempt to 
embody the Catholic Church of Christ, and a de- 
nomination which is held together by agreement 
in theological opinions . . . A second is the strict 


interpretation of the vow required of ministers 
and other office-bearers, in which they accept 
the Bible as the ‘Word of God,’ ‘the only in- 
fallible rule of faith and practice’ and receive 
the Westminster Confession of Faith ‘as contain- 
ing the system of doctrine taught in the Holy 
Scriptures.’ . . . I am a Presbyterian only tempo- 
rarily. The name carries many hallowed memories 
and associations, but it seems to me to belong 
to the past rather than to the present... 

“Tt is not easy to discover the distinctive char- 
acteristics of our existing Protestant communions. 
The advantages which I have ascribed to the 
Presbyterian Church will all doubtless be claimed 
by others for their own churches. For nearly 
twenty-two years, on the Faculty of an interde- 
nominational theological seminary (Dr. Coffin 
became its President shortly after this was written) 
I have tried to teach future ministers of all lead- 
ing communions—Baptist, Congregational, Dis- 
ciple, Episcopalian, Lutheran, Methodist, as well 
as Presbyterian—and I know that the work for 
which these men were preparing themselves is the 
same. Our denominational divisions do not stand 
today for differences in teaching or in type of 
life produced. There may be_ differences of 
emphasis but they are trifling. There are radicals 
and reactionaries, high, low and broad church- 
men in all communions, and denominational lines 
are not real frontiers. Ministers have more in 
common with the clergy of other churches who 
have had an education similar to their own than 
with fellow-ministers of their own church with 
different training. Our people pass readily from 
a church of one communion to that of another. 
There are genuine differences—the difference 
between the infallible type who believe in an 
inerrant book or an inerrant pope, and the ex- 
periential type who believe in the progressive 
leadership of the Spirit within. But these types 
are found side by side in every Protestant com- 
munion and to some extent even in Roman 
Catholicism.” (Why I Am a Presbyterian, The 
Forum, March, 1926.) 


The Atonement 

“The revolt from various theories of the atone- 
ment has been due to their unchristian views of 
God. A father who had to be reconciled to His 
children, whose wrath had to be appeased or 
whose forgiveness could be purchased, is not the 
Father of Jesus Christ—the God in whom He 
believed and whose character He revealed in His 
teaching and whose nature was embodied in Him- 
self . . . Such a God freely forgives. Certain 
widely used hymns still perpetuate the theory that 
God pardons sinners because Christ purchased 
that pardon by His obedience and suffering. But 
a forgiveness that is paid for is not forgiveness. 
The God of the prophets and psalmists, the God 
and Father of Jesus’ own teaching, forgives 
graciously all who turn to Him in penitence .. .” 
(The Meaning of The Cross, 1931, pp. 110 and 
118.) 

“In Jesus on the way to Calvary we see One 
who is governed by no external law. There are no 
rules of right and wrong which direct Him to 
this vicarious Self-offering. He is impelled by an 
inward spirit, and is feeling His way to His 
Father’s will. Life is a series of adventures prompt- 
ed by love. He finds guidance and inspiration in 
the experiences of His predecessors. He draws 
upon the religious heritage for His ideals. But He 
cannot follow them slavishly. He appraises them 
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with His own moral judgment. He tests them; 
and amid perplexities and mental struggle He 
arrives at His own solution of God’s purpose for 
Him .. . There were times when He Himself 
was uncertain of His course. But as He lived 
loyally and daringly, He was led, and led surely.” 


(The Meaning of The Cross, 1931, pp. 127 and 
130.) 


The Virgin Birth 

“My own country is in the throes of a belated 
theological controversy due to the persistence of 
an obsolete and unprotestant view of Biblical iner- 
rancy. Like most controversies, it has focused on 
a single point, the Virgin birth of our Lord, which 
Fundamentalists hold to be essential to a faith 
in His Divinity. Simple expository preaching, 
showing what the New Testament teaches and 
where its emphasis lies, seems the corrective to 
this unscriptural exaggeration It becomes 
apparent that in the New Testament there are 
four explanations of the origin of our Lord’s 
divine power: the anointing with the Spirit at the 
Baptism, the miraculous birth of the spirit in the 
womb of the Virgin Mary, the spiritual an- 
cestory reaching back in one genealogy through 
David to Abraham and in another to Adam, ‘the 
son of God,’ and the eternal existence of the 
Word with the Father who became flesh or the 
Man from heaven existing in the form of God, 
who emptied Himself to assume a servant’s form 
and be made in the likeness of fleshly men. One 
cannot argue too much from silence, but one may 
point cut that no New Testament writer com- 
bines pre-existence and miraculous birth, which 
apparently are, to start with, two different ex- 
planations of our Lord’s uniqueness.” (What to 
Preach, 1926, pp. 31-32.) 


Miracles 

“A fourth difficulty lies in the treatment of 
the miraculous. Most of us believe in a God who 
surprises us by doing wondrous things, so that we 
cannot confine Him within man’s discoveries of 
His usual ways. But we realize that in Bible days 
men’s outlook upon nature and history was so 
different from ours that we cannot accept their 
explanations as identical with our own. Some 
preachers discard altogether passages in which 
the miraculous is prominent on the ground that 
they do not feel intellectually honest in employ- 
ing them. Others use them, but give the impression 
of being ill at ease with them. Others, again, 
to the bewilderment of some of their hearers, use 
them as though they were handling a matter of 
fact modern history. The pulpit is usually not 
the place to deal with the question of the his- 
toricity of the Biblical narrative. That can be 
done when necessary, more wisely in a less formal 
meeting where there can be discussion and the 
give and take of question and answer. In any 
case, the preacher is not urging his hearers to 
attempt to reproduce the miraculous experience 
in literal form, but he is trying to state the 
spiritual principle, illustrated by the Biblical ac- 
count and to induce his listeners to live by it 

. The modern preacher may not feel that he 
knows exactly what lies kehind the tradition of 
many of the Bible miracles, but he knows that 
generations of believers have tested the spiritual 
laws which these narratives illustrate with incom- 
parable vividness and power. Let him use them 
for that purpose, and make plain in his treat- 
ment of them that this is his dominant aim. The 
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historic question of what actually happened and 
exactly how it happened will not be raised be. 
cause it is lost in the religious question of find- 
ing an all-sufficient God for our present neces. 
sities, and working with Him for their fulfil. 
ment in accordance with our conceptions of His 
ways in nature and the soul of man.” (What to 
Preach, 1926, pp. 38-40). 


The Holy Bible 

“The New Testament contains various doctrinal 
interpretations of the faith—half a dozen views 
of the atonement and several explanations of the 
origin of the Person of Christ.” (Why I Am a 
Presbyterian, The Forum, March, 1926.) 

“The relatively greater freedom with which we 
handle the Bible, not hesitating to distinguish sub- 
Christian from Christian elements, the less from 
the more valuable experiences enshrined in this 
volume, and to discriminate between the religious 
experience and the form in which it, is pictured, 
enable us to use each for what it is worth and to 
make these ancient discoveries of God accessible 
to modern men and women.” (What To Preach, 
1926, p. 41.) 

“Liberal Christians distinguished between the 
revelation which came in events and in the ex- 
periences of those redeemed by them, and the 
literary accounts in which this revelation had 
been preserved and transmitted. The authors 
and compilers of the biblical books often had a 
variety of traditions, legends and writings before 
them, and they edited these for their purpose, 
which was not primarily to convey historical in- 
formation, but to declare God’s message to their 
contemporaries through these memories of the 
nation’s past. They employed literary devices, 
usual in their time, such as putting into direct dis- 
course on the lips of their characters the points 
of view for which they were reported to have 
stood, or even writing an entire book in the name 
of a revered figure of a bygone day. Daniel and 
the Second Epistle of Peter are examples of this 
practice. The purpose of the authors and editors 
is to communicate God’s mind. If a writing does 
not give an accurate account, according to modern 
historical perspective, of the thought and life of 
the past age which it describes, it gives the 
revelation to the writer’s generation, to whom 
God was speaking as truly as He had spoken to 
his people centuries before. The most skilful 
men of letters have difficulty in adequately ex- 
pressing their minds and God’s revelation must 
not be identified with its record published by his 
spiritually gifted interpreters... ; 

“Liberalism is opposed to external authority 
because it obstructs free response to truth; and 
the liberal Christians have examined carefully 
the nature of the authority of the Bible. Tradition 
declares it verbally inspired and inerrant. This 
claim was made, however, for the original manu- 
scripts as they came from their authors, and these 
are irrecoverable. No man can pronounce a book 
without error unless he claims omniscience for 
himself, and verbal inspiration cannot be asserted 
of a collection of writings which frequently con- 
tain divergent accounts of the same incident or 
utterance. The Protestant Reformers did not 
regard the Bible as an external authority ... The 
Gospels conclude with the promise of Jesus to be 
with his Church in his spirit. His followers are not 
under a law prescribed long ago, but under a 
present Leader . . . And the Spirit’s contemporary 
guidance frees Christians from any shape of things 
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past, and keeps them advancing under his inspira- 
tion to create with him the diviner shape of 
things to come.” (Article, “The Scriptures,” in 
Liberal Christianity, 1942, pp. 231, 234, and 236.) 


Essentials Of The Christian 
Religion 

“In current discussions a particular interpre- 
tation of the manner of Christ’s birth, of the 
meaning of His cross, or of the mode of the 
resurrection, is often called ‘essential’ or ‘a funda- 
mental of Christianity.’ It is well to notice that 
New Testament writers give various explanations 
of our Lord’s origin, and death, and of His life 
thereafter. While it would be fallacious to argue 
that a writer is ignorant of an event, or does not 
accept an interpretation, which he fails to men- 
tion, still each was trying to present a whole 
Christ to his readers. He was not aware that he 
was contributing to a collection of writings, so 
that his omissions would be filled in by others. 
We are, therefore, not justified in terming items, 
which several of them think unnecessary to in- 
clude, ‘fundmentals of New Testament Christi- 
anity,’ What is essential is found in them all.” 
(The Portraits of Jesus Christ In The New Testa- 
ment, 1926, pp. 5-6.) 


It is no wonder that when this distinguished 
Minister was elected Moderator of the General 
Assembly at its last meeting, it should have 
created a sensation in the Protestant world. 


I quote first from Dr. S. G. Craig, member of 
the Northern Presbyterian Church, in his report 
of the meeting of the last General Assembly as 
to the election of Dr. Coffin. In part he has this 
to say: 


“Many will think that this report of the 155th 
General Assembly exhibits undue concern over 
the fact that Dr. Coffin was elected as its 
Moderator. Even The Presbyterian which would 
fain be regarded as still the recognized organ of 
the conservatives in our Church has declared 
through its ranking spokesman that ‘we have 
nothing to fear from the election of Dr. Coffin 
(June 3rd) and has expressed no concern over 
his election other than to say that it has caused 
a severe set-back to the union negotiations be- 
tween the Northern and Southern Presbyterian 
Churches—a mode of expression fitted to indicate 
that it regards the election of Dr. Coffin merely 
as inopportune. We regard the matter far more 
seriously. As we view it, Dr. Coffin’s election was 
not only inopportune but an event to be deplored 
both for what it is in itself and because of what 
it signifies relative to the situation in the Pres- 
byterian Church in the U. S. A. It is easy, no 
doubt, to exaggerate its significance. The situ- 
ation would not be essentially different if a 
‘conservative acceptable to the liberals’ had again 
been elected Moderator though in that case it 
would be less clear. The main significance of Dr. 
Coffin’s election lies in the fact that it reveals, 
as perhaps nothing else could, apart from a 
change of the Church’s Standards bringing them 
into harmony with the Auburn Affirmation, the 
degree to which liberalism and doctrinal indif- 
ferentism have triumphed in the Presbyterian 
Church in the U. S. A. It is at least a satisfaction 
to have the situation clarified. Hence our reaction 
to Dr. Coffin’s election is not one of unqualified 
regret. We even cherish the hope that it will 
prove a blessing in disguise by leading conserva- 
tives in the Church to make some concerted ac- 


tion to restore the leadership of the Church to 
those to whom it rightfully belongs. This may be 
merely wishful thinking inspired by the fear that 
otherwise the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. 
as an organization may be lost to the evangelical 
cause. Be that as it may, we consider it our 
present duty to do what we can toward supplying 
the Church at large with an interpretative re- 
port of its last General Assembly with special 
reference to the fact that it chose the Church’s 
outstanding liberal as its Moderator.” 


I quote next from Dr. James D. Rankin, of the 
United Presbyterian Church, the territory of 
which Church coincides with that of the Northern 
Presbyterian Church, and which United Presby- 
terian Church declined to send a committee to 
confer with our committee of the Southern Church 
and with the committee from the Northern Church 
on the subject of uniting in one church all Presby- 
terian Churches. He writes in the course of an 
extended review in the form of an article in the 
United Presbyterian of date August 9, 1943, of a 
book entitled “Liberal Theology: An Appraisal,” 
and after the election of Dr. Coffin had this to 
say concerning Dr. Coffin’s contribution to that 
volume under the heading “The Scriptures”: 


“Dr. Henry Sloane Coffin, president of Union 
Theological Seminary, discusses the attitude of 
liberal theology to the Scriptures. His article like 
that of Dr. Van Dusen reveals clearly the attitude 
of liberal theology toward the fundamentals of 
Christianity. Coming from a leading Presbyterian 
minister of such eminence it is to the reviewer 
the saddest chapter in the collection. 


“He says that ‘God has made two revelations of 
himself, one in nature and one through universal 
human experience, especially through the Hebrew 
race, which he chose as an organ of revelation, 
culminating in the great Figure whom we know 
as Jesus Christ’ (He refers again and again to 
Jesus as the ‘great Figure.’) The Bible is the 
written record of the revelation made through 
human nature. The Old Testament is chiefly that 
given through the Hebrew people. These people 
did not suspect that they were being used by 
God for such a purpose, at any particular time, 
but centuries later they discovered it and wrote 
back into their history this fact . . . He says ‘their 
earliest writings were speeches of the prophets’ 
who lived in the eighth century, immediately 
preceding the Babylonian captivity. These were 
fragmentary and crude because the people were 
uneducated. During their 70 years captivity in 
Babylon they became better educated. Some be- 
came poets, philosophers. After they were re- 
turned to their ancestral land these poets, sages, 
priests, collected the ancient traditions, legends, 
laws and the crude speeches of the prophets and 
from these produced the Five Books of Moses, the 
Psalms and other poetic books, the historical and 
wisdom books and polished the crude prophecies 
and thus edited the Old Testament. 


“Exactly the same method was followed in 
the New Testament, though this collection was 
completed within two centuries. Dr. Coffin says, 
‘Scholars have tried in vain to get behind the 
history of Jesus. It has been impossible to get 
exact records of his career or the precise words 
he spoke, but these compilers have interpreted his 
life through the impressions he made upon the 
two generations and the value they placed on his 
life.’ 
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““*These editors,’ says Dr. Coffin, ‘both Old and 
New Testament, employed literary devices, used 
in their times, of putting on the lips of noted 
persons the views they wished to credit to them. 
Often times these persons had lived centuries 
earlier and the editors labored to catch the atmos- 
phere of that earlier time with which to clothe 
the teachings which they were attributing to them. 
Sometimes whole books were ascribed to persons 
long dead, as Daniel and II Peter. Thus the Bible 
becomes a progressive revelation of God’s revela- 
tion of himself through the Hebrew nation.’ True 
to the Wellhausen theory which he is illustrating 
Dr. Coffin says, ‘When the scholars have rear- 
ranged the Scriptures in logical sequence they 
present to us God’s self-communication in a 
progressive revelation of himself to mankind.” 

“<‘Ror Christians,’ says Dr. Coffin, ‘the ulti- 
mate authority is Christ. They see in this supreme 
‘Figure’ God’s supreme act in _ history. That 
‘Figure’ impresses us today through the impres- 
sion made upon the Christian Church of the first 
century.’ The doctor says that ‘Liberals refuse 
to be limited to the Bible Revelation because it 
would obstruct free response to truth.’ He says 
that the most skillful writers have difficulty in 
expressing their own minds, to say nothing of 
the minds of others, therefore, ‘we must distin- 
guish between the revelation which God gives in 
deeds and in the written record made long after.’ 


“Space forbids further discussion of this ‘‘au- 
thoritative definition of liberal Christianity.’ These 
writers spread all of the way from the last ones 
discussed, who are nearest to historic Christianity, 
down to stark Modernism, and this is the peril in 
accepting the teachings of those nearest evangelical 
Christianity. They all extol Jesus in matchless 
words and express their love for him as the ideal 
of all time but their language does not rise to 
as high a pitch as that of Rousseau, the great 
French infidel, and they are Christian ministers!”’ 

I now quote from an editorial which appeared 
in the June-July issue of The Calvin Forum, organ 
of international Calvinism and edited by Dr. Clar- 
ence Bouma of the Christian Reformed Church: 

“No more striking exhibition of the sad state 
of affairs in the Presbyterian Church U. S. A. 
could be furnished than the recent election to the 
General Assembly’s moderatorship of Dr. Henry 
Sloane Coffin. Though the majority of Presby- 
terians are conservative (if not orthodox) in their 
thinking and in their practical life, and the ma- 
jority of the ministers undoubtedly subscribe ex 
animo to the Westminster Standards, the leader- 
ship in this large denomination bearing the Pres- 
byterian name is liberal. If Twisse and Ruther- 
ford, Baillie and Gillespie—those stalwarts of the 
Westminster Assembly—could have been present 
at the recent General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church U. S. A., how they would have 
stared with open-mouthed astonishment at the 
proceedings! Henry Sloane Coffin, the moderator, 
the spiritual head and leader for the next year, 
of the great Church of Charles Hodge and 
Benjamin Warfield! Dr. Coffin is President of 
Union Theological Seminary, the school which a 
half century ago renounced the authority of the 
General Assembly (of the Northern Church) and 
went its own way to shield and uphold the in- 
cipient modernism of some of its teachers. Today 
everyone knows ‘Union’ to be the most out- 
spokenly liberal seminary. Dr. Coffin, moreover, 
is an Auburn Affirmationist. If Twisse would ask 


—————— 
——— 


one of the commissioners to the 155th General 
Assembly at Detroit just what that meant, he 
would have to reply that he, with all signers of 
the Auburn Affirmation, holds the following funda. 
mental truths of the Reformed Faith to be ‘non. 
essential’: (1) The inspiration and inerrancy of 
Holy Scripture; (2) The Virgin birth of Christ; 
(3) The vicarious atonement of Christ; (4) 
Christ’s bodily resurrection and ascension; (5) 
The supernatural nature of Christ’s miracles . , .” 

I next quote from an article written by a for. 
mer minister of the Northern Presbyterian Church, 
who was either expelled or resigned, or both, ag 
he claimed for conscience sake, from membership 
in the Northern Presbyterian Church: 


“The election of Dr. Henry Sloane Coffin as 
moderator of the General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church in the U. S. A. climaxes in ag 
glorious a way as possible the complete victory 
of the modernists in that church. Nothing could 
symbolize it any more perfectly. The church de- 
liberately and wilfully, with Dr. Coffin’s theologi- 
cal position clearly before it, voted to elect such 
a man, with such views, to be its leader in this 
hour . 

“The enemies of the cross have ways of empha- 
sizing their victories just as Hitler has repeatedly 
done in regard to the present world crisis. In the 
same place where the armistice of 1918 was 
signed, Hitler made the French sign on the 
dotted line their surrender. 

“When the General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church tried the late Dr. Charles Briggs of 
Union Seminary, N. Y., for heresy and suspended 
him from the denomination because he doubted 
the inerrancy of the Scriptures, Union Seminary 
protested and withdrew from the denomination. 
Thus in a masterly, strategic fashion, and yet in 
a tragically disastrous reality, the president of 
Union Theological Seminary, whose views con- 
cerning the Scriptures are far more extreme 
and radical than those held by Dr. Briggs, is now 
honored by being elected to the highest position 
the Presbyterian Church is able to confer upon 
any man. The church has changed. The Word of 
God has not changed. The position the church 
took concerning the inerrancy of the Scriptures 
in 1893 was right, and the position the church 
now takes in honoring a man who denies the in- 
errancy of the Scriptures is wrong... 

“Dr. Samuel G. Craig has helped to demonstrate 
the hopelessness of the situation and also to 
emphasize the completeness of the victory of the 
modernists in bringing these facts before the As 
sembly before it voted. We wonder what he 1s 
going to do—remain in fellowship with this? What 
are other Presbyterians going to do who really 
believe the Bible? Some of them did not see 
clearly the issues of the Independent Board in 
the judicial decisions of 1936, though the issues 
were most clear in the actual decisions them- 
selves. But surely they can see this! The whole 
issue of the purity of the church, the commands 
of God’s Word, the holiness of our God and of 
His Christ confront every true believer, and he 
must in obedience face them. In regard to & 
church so dominated and so controlled the one 
command of Scripture is separation from such an 
unequal yoke!” 

I next quote from an article by the editor of 
The Southern Presbyterian Journal, in which the. 
following is stated: ; 

“The action of the Northern Church in electing 
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Dr. Henry Sloane Coffin as Moderator is a clear 
declaration that our convictions regarding the im- 
rtance of sound doctrine do not carry weight in 
that Church. 

“pr, Coffin has made his position clear in his 
writings. We choose to accept the Word of God, 
not Dr. Coffin’s denials of the precious doctrines 
found therein. We are constrained to quote the 
Apostle John: ‘If there come any unto you, and 
bring not this doctrine, receive him not into 
our house, neither bid him Godspeed: for he 
that biddeth him Godspeed is partaker of his evil 
deeds.’ 

“Expressing as it does our conviction in this 
matter we quote herewith an editorial appearing 
in the June 26th issue of The Sunday School Times 
entitled ‘The New Moderator’: 

“‘Another ecclesiastical tragedy has been en- 
acted before our eyes in the election of Dr. Henry 
Sloane Coffin as the Moderator of the Presby- 
terian Church in the U. S. A. In the May issue of 
Christianity Today, published before the 155th 
General Assembly, Editor Samuel G. Craig pointed 
out clearly what it would mean to the Church if 
Dr. Coffin were elected. Dr. Coffin was one of 
the original signers of the “Auburn Affirmation,” 
which holds that five essential Scriptural doctrines 
need not be believed even by Presbyterian min- 
isters. Since 1926 he has been president of Union 
Theological Seminary of New York City, which, 
as Dr. Craig says, “‘at least since 1917 ... has 
been the leading modernist Theological Seminary 
in this country and the chief disseminator of 
German rationalistic criticism.” In a series of 
excerpts from Dr. Coffin’s writings quoted in 
Christianity Today one finds that he called the 
Virgin Birth of our Lord “this unscriptural exag- 
geration”’; and concerning the Atonement, he de- 
cares that ‘“‘certain widely used hymns still per- 
petuate the theory that God pardons sinners be- 
cause Christ purchased that pardon by His 
obedience and suffering,” and that “Jesus on the 
way to Calvary” was “feeling His way to His 
Father’s will.’”’ Is not this counting “the blood of 
the covenant . . an unholy thing” and doing 
“despite ... unto the Spirit of grace?” (Heb. 
10:29.) And what mockery is this in the face of 
Paul’s charge to the Ephesian elders at miletus 
“to feed the church of God, which he hath pur- 
chased with his own blood!” (Acts 20:28.) Much 
more could be said of the gravity of this step 
which has just been taken by the governing body 
of a Church that had such honorable beginnings. 
It must be a great grief to those within that 
communion who still believe the Word of God; 
and it is to be hoped it will arouse those who 
were lulled into thinking that all was well in that 
Church. This is fresh evidence that the time has 
long since come “when they will not endure 
sound doctrine; but ... shall... heap to them- 
selves teachers, having itching ears; and they 
shall turn away their ears from the truth, and 
shall be turned unto fables” (II Tim. 4:3,4.) And 
It is a new warning to “awake to righteousness, 
and sin not; for some have not the knowledge of 
God: I speak this to your shame” (I Cor. 15:34).’” 
And lastly I quote from an editorial in the 
July-August, 1943, issue of The Presbyterian 
Tribune, the openly avowed organ of the liberals 
of the Northern Presbyterian Church, as follows: 
“‘The election of the Moderator, so it was said 
by many at the General Assembly, was a great 
day for the Church . . . The election was a mile- 


stone in the history of our Church, marking 
memorable advance. It is fortunate that before 
the meeting of the Assembly an attempt was 
made, by rather extensive propaganda, for the 
avowed purpose of influencing the election, to 
revive the controversy which came near to rend- 
ing the Church in twain twenty years ago, and 
that everything that could have been thought of 
as helpful to this end was raked out of the past. 
Fortunate this was, because the outcome showed 
how times have changed. Now it is no longer 
possible to make headway by contending that 
evangelical Christianity is the same thing as 
fundamentalism. More than could have been 
dreamed of in 1923 it has been learned that 
Christians can and do hold the truth of the gospel 
and proclaim it with power without subscribing 
to the distinctive fundamental tenets. This pro- 
cess has been going on all these years. This year 
a seal was put upon it. What has been going on 
is not so much that men’s opinions have changed 
as that the Church has been gaining in Christian 
liberty and mutual confidence, and in the unity 
of the Spirit. This year this gain was signally 
forwarded. The way is now open for us to go 
ahead in the service of the Kingdom of God, to 
the tasks before us, tasks that challenge the faith 
and strength of a united Church.’ ” 


In the light of these facts what assurance have 
we that any set of doctrinal standards which 
might be accepted by Dr. Coffin or the Church 
which he represents would be anything more than 
“a scrap of paper?” 

If this Committee goes forward now and recom- 
mends Organic Union with the Northern Presby- 
terian Church under the above circumstances 
and conditions of belief and interpretation of the 
Confession of Faith, as they are hereinabove truly 
set forth, we shall have no excuse whatever here- 
after for what will take place. For if and when 
such Organic Union is effected and the Southern 
Presbyterian Church included therein, its mem- 
bers in the new church will be in a _ hopeless 
minority. Then those who believe the Bible is 
verily God’s Word, which teaches the doctrines 
as set forth in our Confession of Faith and the 
Larger and Shorter Catechisms, and who under- 
take to uphold the interpretation of our Con- 
fession of Faith and Catechisms which we now 
hold, undoubtedly, I repeat, they will then be 
ridiculed, overwhelmed with votes to the contrary, 
and (if that majority thinks us too persistent in 
our views) have us expelled or excommunicated. 
For it would appear that the boast of the Northern 
Church that it is an inclusive Church, as shown 
by its actions toward Dr. Machen and his followers, 
was an empty one so far as its being inclusive 
enough to include those who believe as did the 
members of the General Assembly of 1910, of 
1916, and of 1923, as to the five essential 
doctrines hereinabove referred to on page 8 
hereof, declared so to be by the Assembly of 1923. 

Let it be remembered that under \the proposed 
Plan to the General Assembly of the New Church 
belongs the power of deciding all controversies 
respecting doctrine and the interpretation of the 
Constitution of the Church (See page 102 of 
Printed Plan, and also see exact language with 
reference thereto, quoted hereinafter on page 14 
hereof.) 

Thus, an Organic Union with the Northern 
Presbyterian Church, so controlled by modernists, 
would surely leave the way open for contention, 
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strife, and division within the new Church. 


Well did our representatives of the U. S. 
Church, on the sub-committee who assisted in 
preparing this proposed Plan, know this, and yet 
they framed the Plan of Union without obeying 
in any degree the injunction of our several Gen- 
eral Assemblies directing the protecting or safe- 
guarding of our Church’s purity of doctrine. 


II. Properties Of Churches 
And Endowments. 


The proposed Plan of Union does not safeguard 
“the properties of the churches and endowments.” 


On Page IV of the “Comments of the Southern 
Members,” in the Plan of Reunion, we find the 
following statement, to-wit: 

“The proposed reunion, if it is effected, is not 
to be formed upon the basis of one of the 
Churches joining the other, or of there being a 
mere merger of the two Churches, but upon the 
basis of the two Churches, as two high contracting 
parties, by solemn treaty forming a new Church. 

“This solemn treaty is expressed in the pro- 
posed ‘Concurrent Declarations’ of the two 
Churches and the Constitution of the proposed 
reunited Church which is appended hereto.” 

Of course, if this be correct, then the new 
Church could be formed with such reservations, 
conditions, and covenants as to the properties 
of the old Churches as was thought wise. Accept- 
ing this as correct, then, when the new Church 
is formed, such portions of either the Northern 
or the Southern Church as desire not to enter 
therein—whether a separate church, presbytery, 
or synod—should not be compelled to go into this 
new Church, but in the solemn treaty for form- 
ing the new Church, express contractual provision 
should be included therin, under certain circum- 
stances allowing those constituting a majority of 
Synods, Presbyteries, or congregations, not de- 
siring to enter the new Church, to remain outside 
the new Church and retain their property. 

On page VI of the proposed Plan, under Par. 4, 
Local Self-Government, we find the following 
statement: 

“Property Rights: The Plan of Reunion pro- 
vides that ‘In the case of any actual dispute or 
litigation relating to the property of particular 
Churches, Presbyteries, or Synods, which before 
the reunion were under the jurisdiction of the 
Presbyterian Church in the United States, the 
General Assembly of the reunited Church agrees 
not to be a party to such litigation, nor to make 
any deliverances directly relating thereto unless 
requested so to do by the Regional Synod of 
jurisdiction.’ (Concurrent Declaration 9.) This 
provision will leave final action as to Church 
properties owned by Churches, Presbyteries and 
Synods of the U. S. Church, to the Regional Synod 
of jurisdiction as a matter of strict local self- 
government.” 

In my opinion, this Concurrent Declaration does 
not give any protection whatever to property 
rights of those churches, presbyteries, or synods 
which do not desire to enter into this new Church. 
Under the Plan as submitted, if adopted by the 
requisite number of presbyteries and the As- 
sembly of the Southern Presbyterian Church, and 
if likewise adopted in the Northern Church, any 
congregation, presbytery, or synod not desiring 
to unite in this new Church will lose all of its 
property if it or they stay out. This Concurrent 
Declaration 9 in nowise prevents such loss of prop- 


ee 
— 





erty to those desiring not to enter the new 
Church. 

The civil courts have adopted a rule, now 
recognized in practically all of the States of the 
Union and in the Federal Courts, that if the 
Supreme Court of the Church holds that the new 
Church or reunited Church, whatever you may 
call the organization of the new Church, has been 
legally adopted according to the plan provided 
in the Standards of the Church, (which, of course, 
would have to be done also by the new Genera] 
Assembly) all property rights immediately pass 
into the new Church, and the ownership in the 
individual church, presbytery, or synod goes into 
the new Church. It would never be necessary for 
the General Assembly of the Reunited Church to 
become a party to litigation with reference to 
such property, nor would it be necessary for 
such General Assembly to make a deliverance di- 
rectly relating to such dispute or litigation, for the 
result to be that all property rights under the 
above conditions immediately pass into the new 
Church. Concurrent Declaration 9, therefore, js 
meaningless under the above conditions. The Plan 
proposed states that all final jurisdiction is given 
to the General Assembly in the following language: 
(See p. 102). 

“10. To the General Assembly also belongs the 
power of deciding in all controversies respecting 
doctrine and the interpretation of the Constitution 
of the Church; of reproving, warning, or bearing 
testimony against error in doctrine, or immorality 
in practice, in any church, presbytery, or regional 
synod; of erecting, uniting, or dividing regional 
synods and of approving the union, division or 
erection of presbyteries by regional synods; * * *” 

If any dispute, therefore, should arise between 
any congregation, presbytery, or synod, as to 
whether or not the new Church has been legally 
created and in its doctrines is the legal successor 
of the Southern Presbyterian Church, then that 
decision of the General Assembly under the pro- 
posed Plan would be final, and all property rights 
follow that decision. 

The properties and endowments of the congre- 
gations of the Southern Churches to a large de- 
gree belong to the congregations; of the presby- 
teries belong to the presbyteries; and of the 
synods belong to the synods. 

What did our Southern General Assembly mean 
in its deliverances hereinabove quoted by “safe- 
guarding the properties of the churches and en- 
dowments’’? Does it refer to the fact that in the 
Northern Church the property is not the property 
of the particular church; for its standards and 
the standards of the proposed Church provide 
that “a particular church shall not sell or mortgage 
its property in any amount without the written 
permission of the presbytery’? It is clear that 
in the Northern Church the property belongs to 
the denomination, but,. contrary to the standards 
of the Southern Church, in which a congregation 
can sell or mortgage its property without the con- 
sent of the Presbytery, the new standards in the 
proposed Plan expressly withhold from each con- 
gregation in the new Church such right. 

The Assembly doubtless had in mind, also, the 
Cumberland union with the Northern Presbyterian 
Church, with its series of manifest injustices, as, 
for instance, those in Scott County, Mississippl. 
There the Northern Church “took from the Cum- 
berland Presbyteries their church buildings and 
refused to let these Cumberland Presbyterians 
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worship in their own churches, though the North- 
en Church had no members in this section, and 
those buildings have been for years unoccupied 
and have been rotting down, while the Christians 
who built them were denied the right to worship 
in them.” 


Or, it may have been thinking of the Canada 
ynion between Presbyterian, Methodist, and other 
churches, where the Canadian Parliament found 
it necessary, by legislative act, to step in and 
appoint a Commission to equitably divide the prop- 
erty, endowments, and colleges between the parties 
entering the union and those staying out of the 
union. 

And so, it is perfectly manifest that in the 
Resolutions hereinabove set forth our Assemblies 
meant to protect the right to hold the property 
of any of our churches, presbyteries, or synods, 
a majority of whose members might not desire to 
enter the union. The Cumberland minority (but 
a majority in the local Churches) lost their prop- 
erty. The Canadian minority would have lost theirs 
but for the intervention of the civil government. 
These are the possibilities against which our Com- 
mittee was called upon by our General Assemblies 
to safeguard. 


Well do we know that under the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of Watson vs. Jones, 13 Wall (80 U. S.) 
679-734, churches, a majority of whose members 
did not wish to enter the union but which church 
constituted a minority of our entire Church, with 
no protection provided for in the proposed Plan 
of Union, would be stripped of every dollar of 
their property. 

We know that Congress would not save us by 
giving such protection as Parliament did the mi- 
nority in Canada. Our only chance of such protec- 
tion, therefore, would have to be in covenants 
protecting us, entered into before the union. Such 
protection this Plan of Organic Union or Reunion 
or of a new Church does not afford. 

Section 9 of the “Concurrent Declarations” 
does not provide the safeguard asked by the As- 
semblies. The agreement that the “General As- 
sembly of the reunited Church agrees not to be a 
party to such litigation,’ really amounts to noth- 
ing. The General Assembly would not need to 
stoop to such litigation. A very small minority 
in either congregation, presbytery, or synod, hold- 
ing with the “reunited Church” or new Church, 
under the proposed Plan, can, under Watson v. 
Jones, bring suit and seize and hold the property 
against any majority, however large, which did 
not consent to enter the union. 

If an effort really should be made to so protect 
our properties there should be added to Concur- 
rent Declaration 9 (page 12) of the printed Plan, 
some such addition as the following provision, 
to-wit: 

“To fully effectuate the purpose of the fore- 
going agreement it is solemnly covenanted that 
any individual congregation, presbytery, or synod 
of the Presbyterian Church in the United States, 
which by a majority vote of such body at a spe- 
cial election called for decision of that question, 
on twenty days notice thereof, declines to consent 
to unite under this Plan of Union, and elects to 
remain outside of said united Church, and to re- 
tain its property outside of said union, and which 
within one year after the first meeting of the 
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in 


the United States held after such Plan has been 
approved, if ever so done, by the presbyteries by 
the proper majority, shall transmit to the Stated 
Clerk of the said General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States a certified 
copy of the minutes of such meeting showing such 
action of such congregation, presbytery, or synod, 
then and in that event such congregation, presby- 
tery, or synod shall automatically and by virtue 
alone of its own declaration be thereafter an inde- 
pendent or separate organization, with inde- 
pendent, full, and complete title, both legal and 
equitable, to its properties, real, personal, and 
mixed, which property was held by it or held in 
trust for it as of the date of the adoption of this 
Plan of Union; and such body shall have full, 
complete, and plenary power to enjoy, use, or dis- 
pose of, in its sole discretion, any and all prop- 
erty, held by it as aforesaid, in any way or man- 
ner it may choose; and both contracting parties 
hereto hereby solemnly covenant and firmly bind 
themselves and the new Church to this agreement 
as a principle of law, equity, and Christian comity, 
any decisions heretofore rendered by the Courts, 


whether civil or ecclesiastical, to the contrary 
notwithstanding.” 


Only a Federation that left the property rights 
under the control of the present owner, or solemn 
covenants on the part of the two Churches, could 
preserve the property rights of a minority staying 
out of the union. This proposed Plan of Organic 
Union does not saféguard our “properties and 
endowments” in either such way. 


Those churches refusing to enter into Organic 
Union would lose their church buildings, manses, 
and endowments. Such presbyteries would lose 
their schools, colleges, and endowments. And such 
synods would lose their orphanages, colleges, and 
seminaries. 

Surely, this Plan of Organic Union does not, 
as enjoined on our Committee, “safeguard the 
properties of the churches and endowments.” 


III. Home And Foreign 


Missions. 


It does not safeguard “the administration of 
Home Missions” or. “the direction of Foreign 
Missions.” 

I enter my protest that our Assembly’s Execu- 
tive Committee of Home Missions, which aids the 
work in 66 of the 88 Presbyteries, was not con- 
sulted in the preparation of the Plan of Reunion. 
They know the needs of our section. They have 
tested the best plans for Home Missions. Yet they 
were not approached. Can it be that it was thought 
to be unnecessary so to do, since the U. S. A. 
Church is to dominate the proposed united Church 
by the overwhelming numbers of four to one, if 
and when union is effected, and that the opinion 
of the minority Church, which is asked to give 
up its independence, does not matter as to Home 
Missions? 

I enter my protest that our Assembly’s Execu- 
tive Committee of Foreign Missions, which di- 
rects our great work of Foreign Missions, was not 
consulted in the preparation of the Plan of Re- 
union. They know the needs of this great work. 
They have tested the best plans for our Church 
in its Foreign Missions work. And yet they were 
not approached. 

I have yet to find a single member of our For- 
eign Mission force who would not rather work 
under the contro] and plans of our Executive 
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Committee than under the control and plans of 
a Board such as the Northern Presbyterian Board 
of Foreign Missions. Surely, they should have 


been consulted in preparing the Plan of Organic 
Union. 


It is clearly evident that the sub-committee has 
signally failed to safeguard “the administration 
of Home Missions” and the “direction of Foreign 
Missions” as instructed by our General Assemblies. 


IV. Ruling Elders. 


There are differences in certain matters of 


Church government that we should not lose sight 
of. 


This is especially true as to the Ruling Elder- 
ship. 

The view of the Southern Church is that we 
have one order of presbyters or chosen rulers; 
that in this order there are two classes: 1. Pres- 
byters who rule only; 2. Presbyters who not only 
rule but also labor in the word and doctrine, 
with both of these classes entering into, on com- 
plete parity, the composition of the Church’s 
parliamentary assemblies. This is the view of the 
old Scotch Church. 

From this principle the Presbyterian Church, 
U. S. A. has heretofore departed. This issue was 
the occasion of a great debate in the General 
Assembly of 1843 between Thornwell and Breck- 
inridge on one side, and Hodge on the other. 
Thornwell had the argument, but Hodge had the 
vote. But when the time came in 1861 to prepare 
the Book of Church Order for the Southern 
Church, Thornwell, Palmer, and other leaders put 
the Scotch view into our Book of Church Order. 
There it has remained until now, when our Com- 
mittee on Union has absolutely surrendered and 
put this view of the Northern Church into the 
proposed Book of Church Order. 

Stated more fully: In our present Book of the 
Southern Presbyterian Church we have one order 
of presbyters or chosen rulers, also known as 
Bishops, and in this order there are two classes, 
like the genus and its subordinate specie, to-wit: 
1. Presbyteries who rule only; 2. Presbyters who 
not only rule but also labor in the word and 
doctrine, and both of these classes enter into 
the Church’s parliamentary assemblies on equal 
parity with reference to all matters. 

From this: view the Northern Presbyterian 
Church departed, but, as aforesaid, when the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the Southern Presbyterian Church 
prepared the Book of Church Order, Thornwell 
and Palmer and other leaders thereof put the 
view of the Scotch Church into our Book of 
Church Order, and there it has remained until 
the present, when, as aforesaid, the sub-commit- 
tee of our Committee on Union has absolutely 
surrendered our view and put the view of the 
Northern Church into the proposed Book of 
Church Order. This, of course, results in a great 
demotion of the Ruling Elders, and only the Min- 
isters are recognized as scriptural Bishops. See 
the following pages of the printed Plan of Union, 
~ gaa Pages 84, 85, 86, and in some other places 
also. 

This difference as contained in the proposed 
Book is made clear by reading from our Book of 
Church Order of the Southern Church, Pars. 31 
and 43, and then, in comparison therewith, read- 
ing in the proposed Plan of Union chapters 7, 8 
and 9, it will be seen in the new Plan the ordina- 
tion of Ministers is “‘by the laying on of the hands 


— 


of the Ministers of the Presbytery.” Sec. p. 123 
Par. 7. Also, after such laying on of hands “all 
the Ministers of the Presbytery in their order 
take him by the right hand.” 


It will thus be seen that the Ruling Elders 
of the Presbytery in the proposed Plan have no 
place nor part in the actual ordination of the 
Minister. 


On the other hand, as provided in our Book 
of the Southern Presbyterian Church, ordination 
is “with prayer and the laying on of the hands 
of the Presbytery.” Par. 138. “All the members 
of the Presbytery,” Teaching Elders and Ruling 
Elders, ‘“‘shall take him by the right hand.” 


Thus it will be seen that the Ruling Elders of 
the Presbytery in the Southern Church join ip 
the ordination. The Presbytery ordains,—not just 
the Ministers. 

Likewise, such clear distinction and difference 
and demotion of the Elder is carried out in the 
charge to the pastor and people in the ordination 
service. 

In the proposed Plan of Reunion “the Minister 
presiding or some other minister or ministers... 
shall give solemn charges to the pastor and to the 
church.” See pages 123 and 124. 

On the other hand, under our Book it is thus 
provided: “« * * * the Minister presiding or some 
other Minister or Ruling Elder * * * shall give a 
solemn charge to the pastor and to the congre- 
gation* * *,” 

Thus the Ruling Elders are placed absolutely 
on a par with the Teaching Elders in the ordina- 
tion of our Ministers. 

Contrariwise, however, in the proposed Plan 
of Reunion, the ordination of Ruling Elders and 
Deacons is as follows: (p. 106): 

“The Minister shall proceed to set apart the 
candidate with prayer and the laying on of his 
hands to the office of Ruling Elder (or Deacon.)” 

In our Church, by Par. 148 of the Book, the 
plan laid down gives equal rank to the Ruling 
Elders and Teaching Elders, thus: 

“This Minister shall proceed to set apart the 
candidate with prayer and the laying on of the 
hands of the Session.” 

But in the proposed new United Church, the 
Minister alone lays on his hands, while, as afore- 
said, the Session lays on its hands in our South- 
ern Church. 

In the proposed Plan it is the action of the 
Minister alone; in our plan it is the action of 
the Court. 

Of course, this smacks of papacy. It is nothing 
more nor less than the theory of Apostolic suc- 
cession. It is perfectly manifest that this Plan is 
set forth in order that there may be no differ- 
ences in any appreciable degree between the 
views of the Episcopal Church as to the laying on 
of hands of the Bishop. In this way preparation 
is made for Organic ‘Union with the Episcopal 
Church, and thus the new Church will be in effect 
to that extent an Episcopal Church. 

Of course, we all know that the highest Courts 
of both the Northern Presbyterian Church and 
the Episcopal Church have agreed upon Organic 
Union as soon as they can work out a plan by 
which it can be put into effect with the consent 
of the two bodies. That portion of the Episcopal 
Church led by Bishop Manning is utterly opposed 
to the Union with the Northern Presbyterian 
Church, because the Ministers have not been or- 
dained in Apostolic succession. In effect this is 
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their position. The other portion of the Episcopal 
Church is trying to work out some plan by which 
they can maintain their position of Apostolic 
succession by having the ordination by laying on 
of hands of the Minister alone. 


] think there is a vital distinction, therefore, 
between the position of the Southern Church and 
that of the Northern Church in the proposed Plan 
of Union. We should hold fast to the teaching set 
forth in Titus 1; 5 and 7, and Acts 20-17 and 28. 


It is my belief that if the Ruling Elders of 
the Southern Presbyterian Church are made aware 
of this proposed change and demotion, they will 
never consent to such proposed demotion, in 
violation of the teachings of the Bible, merely to 
please the Northern Church and speed and pre- 
pare the way for Organic Union with the great 
Episcopal Church. 


V. Form Of Worship And Form 


Of Government. 


Our Southern Church holds to a simple form 
of worship and a Presbyterian form of govern- 
ment. Both of these are threatened by the pro- 
posed union between the Northern Presbyterian 
Church and the Protestant Episcopal Church. We 
admire the great Episcopal Church, and love 
many of its fine people. But we do not think alike 
about ritual and hierachy. We prefer to hold fast 
to the views of our fathers. If the union of the 
Northern Church and the Episcopal Church is ef- 
fected, we do not know what the doctrine, order, 
or worship of the united Church will be. Until 
the Southern Presbyterian Church does know, it 
would be folly to enter into union. For if the 
Southern and Northern Presbyterian Churches 
unite, and then the united Church joins with the 
Episcopal Church, we can foresee possibilities of 
contention and further division. From these things 
may we be delivered. 


VI. The General Council. 


The General Council provided for in Chapter 
28 of The Form of Government (page 132) is a 
device unknown in the Southern Presbyterian 
Church and contrary to the genius of its policy 
and to all of its traditions. It is sure to become in 
the reunited Church as it has in effect become 
in the Presbyterian Church U. S. A., an agency 
for arbitrary and despotic control of the affairs 
of the whole church by a small oligarchy or hier- 
archy of hand-picked men. 


VII. Regional Synods. 


Regional Synods, according to the plan out- 
lined in Chapter 13 of the Form of Government 
(pages 96-98) and with boundaries as defined 
in the Concurrent Declaration (page 13) are to 
a large extent arbitrary, and would form an effec- 
tive agency for breaking up the associations and 
traditions which are now represented by the 
synods comprised for the most part within the 
several state boundaries. For instance, the group- 
ing of the synods of Kentucky, Tennessee, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, and Louisiana in a single region- 
al synod would sacrifice the unity which now 
exists and should continue to exist within each 
of the present synods, and would set up a large 
unwieldly unit which would have little or no 
natural basis of unity. In other words, what 
Would be the advantage of the regional synod over 
the present synods, and what gain would com- 
pensate for the loss of present loyalties and the 


rights of local self-government now enjoyed by 
the synods? 


VIII. Ordination Of Women. 


The election and ordination of women to the 
Eldership and Diaconate is obviously contemplated 
and is to be recognized as an essential feature of 
the polity of the new Church. See Chapter 15 
of the Form of Government (pages 103-107), and 
Chapter 28 (page 134) where it is provided that 
three women ruling elders shall be elected as 
“Members at Large” of the General Council. 


This is in line with the policy of the Presbyte- 
rian Church in the U.S.A., which permits the or- 
dination of women to the Eldership. This has 
been contrary to the policy of the Southern 
Church, and as we believe is not warranted by 
Scripture. 


It is passing strange that the representatives of 
the Southern Church on the drafting committee 
should have tacitly accepted this radical depar- 
ture from the long-standing polity of their Church 
without protest, and without so much as calling 
attention to it in their report submitting it for 
consideration by the Church. 


IX 


The injunction of our General Assembly to the 
effect that our committee should ascertain if all 
the various Presbyterian and Reformed Churches 
holding to the Presbyterian faith might be united 
in one great Presbyterian Church, we found long 
since could not be attained. Dr. T. W. Currie, 
Chairman of our Committee, corresponded, as he 
reported to our Committee, with such end in view, 
and not one such organization, other than the 
Northern Presbyterian Church, was willing to 
even appoint a committee to discuss with our 
Committee the matter of such union. 


Conclusion 


The Southern Presbyterian Church is now 
united, harmonious, and successful in its work. 
It has an organization of its own creation, and 
one that fits the traditions of its constituents. It 
is at peace with all Christian denominations. 
There is no clear demand for union in the Sou- 
thern Presbyterian Church. As recently as 1939 
the General Assembly submitted this question to 
the Presbyterians for an expression of opinion. 
The returns showed clearly that the great ma- 
jority of the Presbyteries did not favor union 
with the Northern Presbyterian Church. 


This situation raises a practical question which 
cannot be disregarded: Why should the unity of 
our own Assembly be imperilled by the injection 
of this devisive question into our Churches and 
Presbyteries? The Southern Presbyterian. Church 
now has a unity within its own organization 
which is more to be desired, and more important 
to be retained, than any formal, outward union 
with any other denomination, which cannot be 
unanimous, and, which if accomplished, is cer- 
tain to result in disunity and discord. 


It is, therefore, my recommendation, after 
eareful study of the Proposed Plan of Union: 


1. That the report of the Joint Sub-Committee, 
as set forth in the Proposed Plan of Union, be re- 
jected as not carrying out the instructions of our 
Assemblies, and as unsatisfactory; 
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2. That our Committee on Co-operation and 
Union report to the General Assembly of 1944, 
asking: 

First, that the negotiations for union with the 
U.S.A. Church be discontinued; and 

Second, that our Committee on Co-operation 
and Union be dismissed. 

(Signed) W. Calvin Wells. 


*Jackson, Miss. 


_ 
oust 





A Home For Convalescent 
Theologians? 
By Rev. Samuel M. Zwemer, D.D.* 


There are an increasing number of preachers 
and teachers in our day in all the Protestant 
churches who are recovering from various forms 
of acute or chronic theological doubt and un- 
certainty. One hears of them through the press 
and listens to them on the radio or in the pulpit. 
Some convalescents profess that their recovery 
from critical doubt and barren humanism began 
by reading Karl Barth or Soren Kierkegaard. 
Others like Barth himself were suddenly aware 
that their spiritual vision was dim (atrophy of 
the optical nerves) but it came back through a 
fresh study of Paul’s epistles. The symptoms and 
the causes of this prevalent return from intei- 
lectual and spiritual distress are manifold and 
multiform. They are mentioned at some length 
in books such as, “Back to Religion.” One of 
America’s theologians and preachers, Dr. Halford 
Luccock, tells in a religious magazine of his 
transformation from a modern scientific preacher 
to one of the most noted Bible preachers in the 
land. He says: 


“TI graduated from the theological seminary back 
in the bronze age; perhaps a better metallurgical 
term would be ‘the age of brass.’ In those days 
quite a number of us young Apollos on graduat- 
ing, having become men, put away such childish 
things as texts and Bible stories. I, for one, in the 
pulpit lived amid the immensities and starry 
galaxies. But after a while when the long-suffer- 
ing congregation had heard my sermon on ‘The 
March of Progress’ (for progress was marching 
in those days), and the one on ‘Science and Re- 
ligion,’ and the one on ‘Pragmatism’ (for pragma- 
tism was going big then), like the Prodigal Son, 
I began to be in want. Then I came to myself 
and said, ‘In my Father’s Book are texts enough 
and to spare. I will arise and go to the Bible.’ I 
was not the only one with that experience.” Yes, 
there are many more in many pulpits. 


Some of these modern spiritual biographies (of 
the downward path, and then the upward climb) 
of earnest souls are full of pathos. A series of 
articles appeared some years ago in a leading 
Christian periodical telling how certain outstand- 
ing preachers had changed their minds (and 
message?) from “rising doubt and rebel sigh” to 
a new, although still feeble, grasp of the faith 
of their fathers. A writer in the British Weekly 
tells of the ravages of this same infantile paralysis 
across the seas in a review of Gilbert Murray’s 
book, “Stoic, Christian and Humanist”: 


“Dr. Gilbert Murray writes as if he surveyed 
the world with the cool unimpassioned mind that 


— 


befits an Olympian; but, alas! He is mistaken 
He is unable to cast himself loose from the 
reactions of his youth against the Christianity 
taught in the Australian Bush. He tells us about 
the Gadarene swine, and the barren fig tree, and 
eternal damnation, and how he threw Christianity 
away because of them. Now, when all that makes 
life precious is perishing in a tornado of destruc. 
tion, he sets himself to show that the belief jp 
God is only ‘man-thinking’; and the belief in jm. 
mortality only ‘wish-thinking’; and that the Chris. 
tian spirit is only ‘humanism’ or ‘liberalism.’ Cay 
it be that our fathers had the treasure, and we 
have lost it? If so, we must find it again. Find it 
at all costs. What has God done that we should 
turn our backs on Him and refuse to believe 
in Him?” 

These are noble words and should hearten ys 
all to do something about it to save the stoic 
and the humanist now. But in the war of the 
Church militant, as in the present global war, 
we will fail if we do too little and are too late, 
Therefore we must save manpower by opening 
a Home for Convalescent Soldiers of the Cross, 
and realize that victory comes through prayer 
power. Those on the road to recovery themselves 
admit that what they need most is a new, bracing 
spiritual climate, exercise in winning souls, the 
real Bread of Life three times daily, without re- 
moval of any vitamins, and the new lifeblood from 
the Vine. The whole head is sick of destructive 
criticism and humanistic rationalism. The whole 
heart has become faint in trying to understand 
the Evolution - of - the - Idea- of-God instead of 
meeting Him face to face in Jesus Christ, our 
Contemporary. As a professor at Yale expressed 
it, “I have been reading Anselm and Calvin and 
Jonathan Edwards of late and am becoming more 
conservative daily.” Of course there are plenty 
of such tonics and vitamin products on_ the 
theological market, old and new, which the wise 
can buy and use privately. But this only increases 
the need for a central Home for Convalescents. 
Such men need companionship in a new environ- 
ment, with southern exposure to the Sun of 
Righteousness and experienced physicians of the 
theological soul to help them. They also need 
robust nurses who can administer an occasional 
injection against the Graf-Wellhausen virus, or 
help remove an unhealthy growth from the system. 


We are convinced that if such a Home were ac- 
cessible and the patients tarried of their own 
free will, recovery would be rapid and permanent. 
Now there are many on the way to recovery, 
but they still look anemic and in need of an 
invalid’s chair. They are on the way back to 
Paul, but have not yet reached certainty of con- 
viction and fearlessness in their message. We are 
happy to quote from an anonymous letter written 
by an elder to his young pastor after the latter's 
recuperation in such a Home: “Beloved, I wish 
above all things that thou mayest prosper and 
be in health, even as thy soul prospereth. ... 1 
have no greater joy than to hear that my chil- 
dren walk in the truth.” On last reports Gaius 
was in splendid health and he had good report 
from all men that his preaching was with the 
power of the Truth, Diotrephes and Demas not 
withstanding. The same was true of Demetrius, 
mentioned in a postscript. —-The Presbyterian. 


*New York, N. Y. 
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Young People’s Department 


Edited By Rev. W. G. Foster* 


Young People’s Emphasis For 
May — The Home 


The home is the most important institution in 
society. Of the four main institutions in society— 
the home, church, schoo] and state—the home was 
the first to appear in the world, and every one 
of us live first in a home when we enter the 
world. As a general rule what we become in the 
home we are everywhere else. The first responsi- 
bility of religion is the home. (1 Tim. 5:4). 

We could add many other statements about the 
place of our homes in our lives, but these are 
enough to make us realize the great importance 
of the home, the thing about which we shall be 
thinking in all our programs for the month of 
May. 

As we young people begin to think about the 
home we can best understand the home and our 
relation to it by starting right where we are 
today and in our minds go step by step toward 
building a Christian home. Our committee at 
Richmond has sought to help us take these steps 
by asking several questions about the topic for 
the mouth. Here they are: 


1. How shall we date in war time? 

2. For what shall we look in choosing a life 
partner? 

3. How can we understand ourselves? 

4. What are our responsibilities in a Christian 
home? 

5. Just what is a Christian home? 


A book could be written about each one of 
these questions (and many have been written, 
look up some good ones and read them), but the 
answer to question 3 gives us a key of truth that 
unlocks all the other questions. If you will take 
the trouble to study the following outline of what 
the Word of God has to say about understanding 
ourselves you will have a key that will enable you 
to understand yourself and develop yourself prop- 
erly whether you are dating in war time or build- 
ing a Christian home after the war is over. 


The Scriptural Key To 
Understanding Ourselves 


1. Know Thyself. 


a. Who can tell us what we really are? (1) 
Not our own hearts . . . for they are deceitful. 
Jer. 17:9. (2) Not our own world . . for it 
knows not God... 1 Jno. 2:15-17. (3) God alone 
can tell us for He alone knows fully. Ps. 139:1-6. 
_b. What does God say that we are by natural 
birth? (1) created in the image of God... Gen. 
1:26-28. (2) marred by sin . . . Rom. 3:9-13, 23. 
(3) condemned under sin but having the promise 
of life Gal.. 3:22. 

¢. What does God say that we can be by the 
hew birth? (1) Passed from death unto life. Jno. 
9:24. (2) Possessing abundant life and power. 
Phil. 4:13. (3) Destined to become holy in life 
and faithful in service. Eph. 1:3-4; 2:10. 


2. Reverence Thyself. 
(a) As a Temple of the Holy Spirit. 1 Cor. 
6:19-20. (b) As a living Sacrifice. Rom. 12:1-2, 
(ce) As a heavenly person. Col. 3:1-4. 


3. Control Thyself. 


(a) Read Romans 7:15-25 and you will see 
why you can not control yourself. (b) Read 
Galatians 5:16-24 and you will find how you can 
control yourself. 


Suggestions For Planning The Programs 


1. Choose your topics carefully. It is necessary 
that we have a topic for each Sunday night that 
develops some part of the theme for the month. 
Using the questions sent down by the committee 
we could use some four such as these, one each 
Sunday night: 

(a) How to Make Friends. (b) Looking Toward 
Marriage. (c) A Christian Home Described. (d) 
My Place in a Christian Home. 

2.Choose your Scripture lesson for each theme. 
Let us always remember that we do not choose a 
Scripture lesson just because its the thing that 
is done, or just take up time. The Scripture lesson 
is what God has to say on the subject and should 
guide and direct all that we say and feel on the 
subject in the whole program. Don’t just read 
the passage and quit, add a word to show how the 
lesson applies to the subject at hand. The following 
lessons are suggested for the themes of the month: 

(a) For the program on “How to Make Friends” 
use Proverbs 18:24;17:17 and 1 Sam. 18:1-3, 
pointing out that these all remind us that to make 
friends we must be friendly and put ourselves 
out for others. 


(b) For the subject “Looking Toward Mar- 
riage” we could use 2 Corinthians 6:14-17 and 
Song of Solomon 3:5 and 8:5-7. These remind us 
that we must marry only Christians and that 
the deeper powers of love must not be aroused or 
tampered with until marriage. 


(c) Ephesians 5:18 through 6:4 would be a 
good passage to read in connection with “A Chris- 
tian Home Described” for in this passage the duty 
of each member of the family is set down. 


(d) No better words can be found anywhere 
to show our love in the home than those of Ruth 
to Naomi, her mother-in-law, so Ruth 1:7-18 
points to the kind of love we must have if we are 
to fill our place in the home. 


3. Decide on what main idea you wish to get 
over in each program. For instance in the first 
program it might be a good idea to get over the 
one thought that dating is an opportunity for 
cultivating genuine Christan friendships, and not 
just to carry out the modern movie idea of dating. 
Point to such Bible friendships as David and 
Jonathon, Barnabas and Jonn Mark, Paul and 
Timothy. 

4. Examine what the Bible has to say about 
the subject and then see what people who have 
had experience say. The Bible tells us that we 
must marry only Christians and people who are 
our kind. Those who have watched many a suc- 
cessful and unsuccessful marriage tell us to use 
the following measuring rod when we choose a 
life partner: 


1. Choose one with a healthy body. 
2. Be sure of good manners and good morals. 
3. Choose one with good education and good 
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culture. 

4. Choose one who agrees with you in religion 
and recreation. 

5. Look for a worker . 
one. 

6. Choose one with a temperment like your own. 

7. Choose one lovely and loveable in the highest 
sense of these words. 

8. Avoid the error of the man who had to 
say: 

I fell in love with a dimple and a curl, 
Then like a fool I married the whole girl. 

6. In thinking about our place in the Christian 
home on the last night have several bring to the 
meeting the things that were present in the home 
of Jesus Christ as we can find them in the 
Gospels. Then during the meeting let each and 
every one list the things in their home that are 
definitely Christian and then the things that are 
definitely lacking if it is to be really Christian. 

Questions To Be Answered 
During The Month 


1. Should I date any one who is not a real 
Christian? 


. . be one and marry 
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2. What is the best way for me to lead my 
friends to Christ? 


3. What does the writer of the Song of Solomon 
mean when he says “stir not up, nor awake 
my love until he pleases?” How does this apply 
to the common practise of petting? 


4. How can I apply the Bible truth of “Know 
Thyself, Reverence Thyself, Control Thyself” to 
my dating in war time? 

5. As I look forward to marriage what am ] 
developing in my life that will make anybody 
want to marry me? 


6. Why do we want Christian homes in opr 
nation anyhow? 


~ 7 Am I doing all that I can to make mine a 
Christian home now? 


8. Since Jesus taught us to call God Father 
and other Christians brothers what does that 
teach us about the family? 


*Pastor of the Westminster Presbyterian 
Church, Chattanooga, Tenn. Address: 716 Lewis 
St. 








Woman’s Work 


Edited By Mrs. R. T. Faucette 


Christian Education In 
A New Channel 


Christian Education is one of the four great 
causes of our Church. Most of us know that the 
office is in Louisville, Ky.; that Dr. Wade Boggs 
has lately succeeded our beloved Dr. Henry H. 
Sweets as Executive Secretary of this cause; that 
Dr. Sweets served in this capacity for thirty-nine 
years und has now reached the retiring age of 
seventy. 

A majority of the Auxiliaries contribute througn 
the budget to the cause of Christian Education 
and have a program each April. It would be 
interesting and instructive if we would read the 
Annual Report and become better acquainted with 
this work. ; 

All too often too many of us feel that having 
helped financially we have met our obligation to 
this cause. Analyze the following article furnished 
by a small Auxiliary, covering their experience in 
meeting a need which they found at their very 
doorstep. 

This does not properly come within the limits 
of Christian Education as we are accustomed to 
having it presented, but certainly these business 
women, in meeting this opportunity for service, 
are Christians who are providing Christian Edu- 
cation to a needy group. —L.S.F. 


* %* * * 


The Business Women’s Circle of the Soddy 
Presbyterian Church make much use of the “Sur- 
vey” in their programs. An article in the Septem- 
ber number suggested to them that they might 
do something to help the colored people in their 
town. However, I think it was Maria Fearing that 
really started us to have a heart interest in the 
colored people. A message from her life sank deep 
into our minds and hearts. It lay dormant for 


awhile, but quickened into aciton when we were 
invited to help provide funds to send a delegate 
to the Synodical Conference for colored women 
held in Knoxville last Spring. The article referred 
to in the “Survey” prodded us again to action. 
We began to inquire into the condition of the 
Negro Churches in Soddy and found their organi- 
zations were at a very low ebb. In fact, seemed 
ebbing away. 

There are only fourteen colored families now 
in Soddy, many having moved near manufactur- 
ing plants that offer high wages. Only one of 
the three Church organizations pretended to have 
any life. The Baptists have service at irregular 
intervals and had lately reorganized their Sunday 
Schoo] that had been allowed to lapse. 


Such conditions were caused from lack of leader- 
ship, so our Business Circle decided to help the 
colored women to effect an organization, and thus 
encourage some to act as leaders. To that end we 
invited the colored delegate, whom we had helped 
send to the Colored Women’s Conference, to come 
out from Chattanooga and talk to the women. 
A member of our Circle went to every negro 
home and invited the women to cooperate. The 
response was immediate and heartening. They 
were delighted to have interest taken in them 
and gave hearty cooperation by setting the time 
and place of meeting, by cleaning up the Chureh 
and decorating it with flowers, and by entertain 
ing Rose Jackson, the delegate. 


Some of our Business Group took charge of the 
meeting on Sunday afternoon and provided p 
of the program. Rose Jackson, the speaker, was 
also a good singer and she led the colored women 
in Spirituals and sang two solos. Her report and 
talk about the work in her own Church were & 
cellently given in a natural, simple and unre 
strained manner. Rose is an earnest Christian 
and inspired all who heard her to give time al 
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srvice to the Master, who loves us all alike. 


On the following Sunday the colored women 
met and effected an organization. They plan to 
work and study together, regardless of denomina- 
tion, looking after the most pressing needs of 
their race. They will meet regularly on Sunday 
afternoon to promote their own spiritual growth 
and will sponsor and encourage the Sunday School. 


From twelve to fifteen women attended these 
meetings. They study the Bible and pray and 
sing. They have contributed enough to buy a load 
of coal and their next objective is to raise money 
to have light in the Church. They are using our 
Guide to Daily Bible Reading, which our Circle 
provides for them. 


Our Circle has sent them material on Maria 
Fearing, Althea Edmiston and the Stillman Insti- 
tute to be used on programs. We have promised 
to aid them with literature and any advice they 
may need, and with encouragement at all times. 


Developing A Passion For Souls 
By Mrs. F. R. Crawford* . 


If we would be honest with ourselves, it must 
be admitted that it is the exception rather than 
the rule to find a church member who gives evi- 
dence of being filled with a passion for souls. 
Yet we will agree that this is something which 
every true Christian should normally possess, and 
in ever increasing measure. 


How, then, may such a passion for the souls 
of others be developed? It might be well to look 
at some who have this passion. 


Jesus came with one dominant purpose, to seek 
and to save the lost, thus fulfilling the will of 
God. He was moved with compassion because the 
multitude fainted, and were scattered abroad as 


sheep having no shepherd. He was ever conscious 
of individual need. 


Paul counted not his life dear unto himself, 
but in all boldness testified in the gospel of the 
grace of God. He was willing to be accursed that 
his brethren might be saved. For three years he 
ceased not to warn everyone night and day with 
tears. He could say “for to me to live is Christ.” 

Peter and John could not but speak the things 
they had seen and heard. The joy and wonder 
of their personal experience was the dynamic 
which impelled them to proclaim it to others. 

It has been said that one who would be truly 





great must find a worthy cause and lose himself 
in it. The writer of this article knew in years 
gone by a missionary in China who had a passion 
for souls to a remarkable extent. This missionary 
was never high in mission council or church court, 
nor was he an eloquent preacher, but he loved 
his Lord, and was tremendously interested in 
telling others about Him. He would spend hours 
walking about the countryside, talking with those 
whom he met, visiting in their homes, or sitting 
in the tea shops, not only talking but listening 
with an ever sympathetic ear. This was more than 
meat and drink to him. In fact he often forgot to 


eat. He truly lost himself in this all-absorbing 
passion. 


Those who are thus filled with this passion are 
evidence that any: Chri:tian who has a satisfying 
experience of Christ and of His power in his own 
heart and life can develop a real passion for the 
souls of others. There must be a genuine desire 
for it, based first of all on the conviction that 
Christ is the only answer to man’s need, and also 
on a real interest in the welfare of otuers, with 
a yearning to share that which has bec»me the 
all-important and central fact in one’s own life. 
We can never lead another nearer to God than 
we are ourselves. There must be an infiiling of 
the Holy Spirit, which is pre-requisite to power in 
witnessing. “Ye shall receive power after that 
the Holy Ghost is come upon you.” There must 
also be a determination to persevere, for this 
passion grows with the doing, and the desire 
will lessen unless it is fulfilled. 


The greatest hindrance to this development may 
be summed up in one word, self. We may be 
guilty as the shepherds of old of whom Ezekiel 
writes, “‘Woe be to the shepherds of Israel that 
do feed themselves. Should not the shepherds feed 
the flock? The diseased have ye not strengthened 

. neither have ye brought again that which was 
lost.”” It is easy to be so much concerned with 
the development of own spiritual lives and the 
enjoyment of our own Christian experience that 
we neglect to share the heavenly treasure with 
those who do not know the Savior. 


So it is only by losing one’s self in a real and 
growing passion for Christ that this development 
takes place. His command to go and make dis- 
ciples of all nations sounds a clarion call which 
stirs the Christian’s inmost being to a genuine 
passion for souls. 


*Member of Executive Committee of General 
Assembly’s Committee on Evangelism. 





The Bible Is Better Than Gold 


By Rev. J. Kenton Parker* 


Texts: Ps. 19:10, “More to be desired are they 

than gold.” Ps. 119:72, “The law of thy mouth 
> better unto me than thousands of gold and 
Silver,”’ 
_ Gold is good. If gotten in the right way, put 
in the right place, and used for the right purpose, 
It is hard to overestimate its value. It provides 
for our physical needs, relieves suffering and 
want, takes the Gospel to the world. 

Yes, gold is good. If it was not, there would 


be no point in the comparison of our text. To 
say that gold was better than sand, or sawdust, 
would have no meaning. Gold is a sort of standard 
for valuing things of this world. Many people 
think there is nothing better. Some would sell 
their souls and their sons for gold. 

I read a story of an eccentric woman in New 
England who hid many thousands of bank-notes 
in a Bible and in her will bequeathed this Bible 
to her nephew. For years he knew nothing of the 
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money and was about to sell the rocky farm in 
despair when while packing up he opened the old 
family Bible and found the hidden treasure and 
used it. But the most valuable thing he had 
missed all those years was not the money, but the 
Book itself. 

What makes the Bible “Better than gold’? 


I. The Bible gives real joy. 

Gold sometimes gives joy, for it can contribute 
in a large way to the happiness of mankind. It 
can buy food for the hungry, clothe the naked, 
relieve suffering, provide shelter and comfort 
and minister to the needs of men. 

But gold does not necessarily bring happiness. 
Some of the happiest people in the world have 
had little or none, and some of the most miserable, 
plenty. It often brings misery, for men will fight 
and murder and steal and lie to get it. 

But the Bible does give the deepest JOY. 

It tells how to get rid of SIN and sin is the 
cause of the world’s unhappiness. Sorrow follows 
sin as echo follows sound—on and on and on. 
The burden of sin is what makes the back and the 
head and the heart ache. At the foot of the cross 
that burden rolls away 

It points out the path of real unselfish service, 
what Babcock calls “The fun of doing good.” It 
makes life worth living. 

It takes away the dread of the future. The 
sting of death is gone and the king of terrors 
has lost his power. There is all the difference 
in the world between the death bed of a Voltaire 
and a John Wesley. 

Our joy is made full. Our cup runs over. 

And it is joy that lasts. Suffering, tears, pain, 
sickness, bereavement, trials cannot quench the 
deep joy that abides in our heart. 

If the Bible had done nothing more than to 
bring the sunshine back into this wilderness of 
woe, it would be “Better than gold.” Without the 
Bible and its message of hope and good cheer this 
world would be a gloomy place indeed. 

The Bible brings JOY, “Great joy,” to the chil- 
dren of men and joy is better than gold. 

II. The Bible builds character, and character 
is more to be desired than gold. 

Gold may, very rarely, help to build character. 
It may furnish us means for education and train- 
ing which may develop character, but even here 
the reverse is often true. A fortune may make 
a man see his responsibility to God and man and 
develop his character. 

But gold more often weakens character. It 
tempts to a life of ease and self-indulgence. 

It sometimes ruins character. 

But the Bible builds character. It furnishes the 
foundation. It contains all the materials. It gives 
the blue print. 

It makes men wise and wisdom, true wisdom, 
wisdom from above, wisdom which is “unto sal- 
vation,” is far better than gold. 

It makes men good and goodness is better than 
gold. It gives a man a good heart, new and clean 
and tender. It gives a good conscience, a compass 
with which to guide his life. It gives a good 
name, rather to be chosen than great riches. 
When they tried to get Robert E. Lee to allow 
them to use his name in promoting the Louisiana 
Lottery he said. “I have nothing left but my good 
name, and that is not for sale.” It furnishes men 
with a good influence and that influence is long 
and lasting. The memory of a good life is a far 
better thing than an estate worth millions of 
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dollars. 

It makes men rich in a coinage far better than cod n 
gold, rich in spiritual gold for the Bible malo lives. 
men kind and generous and unselfish and Patient If w 
The fruit of the Spirit is better than gold, "Bilis Be 

He | 


It makes men strong and strength is better thay 
wealth. The foundation is the rock of ages, th "=. 








materials for building are fire proof, the inside His Sp 
braces are secure. Where are the “inside braces”? childre 
Both buildings and men must have these if they 2°" 
are to stand the pressure of this world of m4 He : 
The men of strength have always been men who more ' 





loved the Bible and built it into the fibre of ther 17° 














character. a grea 
The Bible makes men beautiful. “The beauty fore h 
of the Lord our God will rest upon us if we clung ' 
live in the light of His Word.” Many a beautify believe 
face has hidden an ugly soul, but sooner or later that w 
= soul — show itself. It is indeed a blessed -. 
thing to have a soul m as 
= 2] u ade lovely by the beauty The G 
Yes, the Bible builds character—a_ character nor te 
that will stand the searching gaze of the eye of and sl 
God, in whose sight all is naked and open, and The 
who looks not on the outward appearance but ore 
upon the heart. Js 1 
III. The Bible gives life. Life is better tha @2™: 
gold. “What will a man give in exchange for his We 
life, his soul?” “What will it profit a man if he Precio 






gains the whole world’’—all its gold—“and lose ~ 







himself?” So asks the One to whom belongs all ms 
the gold and silver. and f 

Often men have tried to gain a few days, or mn 
even a few hours, by parting with thousands of ee 
gold. Sometimes money can help to prolong life, pee t 





but when our time comes, all the gold in the world 
cannot buy death off. And this is only temporal 
life. Eternal life does not even figure here. 

Gold often shortens life. Robbers kill for gold, 
luxurious living weakens, temptations overcome. 
Gold often keeps us from life—eternal life. The 
rich young ruler had gold as his god, and went 
away sorrowful, not willing to forsake his idol.” 

But the Bible is the Book of Life. 

It holds out to us Life from the dead, for men 
are dead in tresspasses and sins, and the only way 
of life is revealed in this book. We can be raised 
from the dead and made to live through Him 
who is our Life. inhab 

It makes life on earth worth living, “profitable denon 
for the life that now is.” It gives new purposes, Chure 
new aim, new meaning, new zest, to life. We no earth| 
longer ask the question “Is life worth living”? for the ” 
life is free and full and blessed. Life becomes — 
“Fully furnished unto every good work.” We ae 
have an Ideal in the One who lived his life on in 
earth. We can have “good success” while we are of th 
here and a “great reward’ awaiting us when we An 
die. hur 

And this life is ours “Forever and ever.” The oe 
second death has no power over us but we shall - 
reign with Him. hrs 

Surely, a Book which reveals all this and far iv 
more, is “Better than Gold.” road 

IV. The Bible leads to Him, and He is better Me 1; 
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than Gold—Our Father, our Savior, our Friend. “ ; 

Someone has said that the difference betwee aki 
North and South America—for we can see the ™ 
vast difference—is that the men who came t +e 
North America were searching for God, while the hrie 
conquerors of South America were searching for eis 





gold. 
The search for gold often leads away from 
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an cod not only in nations, but in our hearts and 
ces OF we want to find God, we can find Him in 
~ His Book. He has revealed Himself in its pages. 
He is the One who can make us Happy, and 
an B wise, and Rich and Strong and Beautiful. It is 
the fis Spirit and Power that transforms sinners into 
- children of God and fits them for their home 
: ove. 
hey one alone can give Eternal Life which is worth 
il. Bmore than a world made of gold. 
vho I read of a saint of God who had committed 
elt H. great many verses of the Bible to memory. Be- 
fore his death he forgot most of them, but one 


uty @ sung in his weakened mind: “I know whom I have 
We @iclieved and am persuaded that He is able to keep 
iful that which I have committed unto Him.” But as he 
grew weaker most of this verse left him. In his 


lat moments they heard him repeating “whom.” 
uly Hthe God and Saviour of the Bible was better to 


" him than much fine gold, yea, thousands of gold 
r 


and silver. 
ee The Book that leads to “Him” is better than 
gold. 
but BH’ Is; it such a Book to you? Has it led you to 
hie Him? 


his We sometimes sing “Holy Bible, Book Divine; 
he Precious treasure, thou art mine!” But is it ours? 
= Not unless we seek it; not until we find it. 


on, and on, and on, starving, fighting to get the 
gold. The early history of America proves this, 
and later history too, as the Klondyke fields were 
discovered. 

How much better to seek for gold in the Word 
of God! You will never be disappointed, as some 
are, in their search for earth’s gold. No man 
can steal it from you. You can take it with you 
when you leave this world. And there is so much 
joy in digging for it! To find a precious nugget 
in the Word is to get a thrill never equalled by 
any miner on earth! 

To do this seeking, you will need the Spirit’s 
help. 


“Lord, to find this gold, to make it mine, 
I crave the Spirit’s power divine; 

Anoint mine eyes, make me clearly see 
Its rich, eternal value to me; 

Enlighten my dull mind, 

May I, its wisdom find, 

Its secret stores behold, 

Better than finest gold. 


May I “search the Scriptures” with such zeal, 
Unsearchable wealth will they reveal, 

And joy, strength, pulsing life to me impart. 
May I “hide Thy Word” deep in my heart, 

So that over all sin, 
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4" Band find; neither is the Bible. And place Thee on the throne 
How men do seek for gold! They leave their Of life—to reign alone!” 

’ } country, get into little ships, brave the ocean, —_——_——_ 
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went By Prof. Wm. C. Robinson, D.D.* 
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After attending the five great ecumenical 
gatherings of the last six years, Dr. John R. Mott 


men ; ; , 

way describes the ecumenical as the universal, world- 
nised wide Christian community of those that honor the 
Him Deity of Christ. Though distributed over all the 


inhabited earth in various nations, organizations, 
denominations, and congregations, she is the one 
Church of God in Christ in the totality of her 
earthly manifestation. Ecumenicity means that 
the whole wide world is the domain of this Church 
universal, that the many churches are all mem- 
bers of the one Body whose Head is Christ, 
branches of the same vine, earthly manifestations 
of the one, holy, catholic and apostolic Church. 
An ecumenical consciousness is a boon to the 
hurch’s life and faith, As a_ result of the 
ecumenical concern just prior to the outbreak 
of this global war, the problems facing the Church 
pre seen in their world context. A study of 
bristian preaching during this war shows that the 
body of Christ is no longer being harnessed to the 
hariot in which Caesar rides. Archbishop Eidem 
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better Br ; - 
af psala prays: “May God in His grace keep 
tween Me from sinking .into the wicked arrogance of 
e the aking Him a servant of our country or national 
we nterests.” Pastor Edward Thurneysen warns us 
le the A _on our guard “against any effort to make 
ge for mstian faith and worldly nation one.” Bishop 
eiser of Bavaria officially states, “Belief in the 
fron, Sancta Ecclesia rests not on the visible but 


bt the invisible, not on man but on Christ.” From 





France in 1939 came the declaration, ‘““The Church 
of Jesus Christ in France is sister to the Church 
of Jesus Christ which is being persecuted today” ~ 
in Germany. In spite of war the Church of God 
through the world is one Body in Christ. 


The World Conference on Faith and Order has 
helped point the way out of the morass into 
which the school of comparative religions had 
plunged Christendom. In a comparison of man’s 
religions one may learn universal principles, but 
one is not thereby brought face to face with Him 
who is the way, the truth and the life. On the 
other hand one cannot reach back of the various 
manifestations of the Christian faith to the foun- 
tain-head of their unity without facing the Lord 
Jesus Christ. In Christian theology we affirm that 
man is fallen as a totality, but too often we forget 
this affirmation, and, approaching the Christian 
Revelation on the basis of premises drawn up by 
human logic, religion, history, or pedagogy, we 
pare down its full Gospel. When God has shined 
in our hearts to give the light of the knowledge 
of His glory in the face of Jesus Christ, we 
properly begin intellectually where He has 
graciously placed us. Since other foundation can 
no man lay than ‘that which is laid, we build on 
that tried and precious cornerstone—Jesus Christ. 
And studying other groups which have built on 
Him is more likely to keep each building on 
Christian lines than is the comparison of sundry 
religions built on humanistic foundations. So pro- 
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voking one another to good works, each is en- 
couraged to strengthen himself where he is weak, 
supplement his shortcomings, and express himself 
adequately about the Gospel. 


The World Conference on Faith and Order has 
distinctly placed itself in the Christian faith by 
its invitation “to all Christian bodies throughout 
the world which accept our Lord Jesus Christ 
as God and Saviour.” Many of the Churches in 
this Conference “accept as the supreme standard 
of the faith the revelation of God contained in 
the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Testa- 
ments and summed up in Jesus Christ” and 
“acknowledge the Apostles’ Creed and the Creed 
commonly called Nicene, as witnessing to and 
safeguarding that faith, which is continuously 
verified in the spiritual experience of the Church 
and its members.” Since the Edinburgh Conference 
volume,* presenting the positions of vartzous 
minds, has many good forms of sound words, this 
paper will frequently use these accepted phrases 
in preference to similar ones that the author might 
form, and will indicate the same by placing after 
these quotations simply the page number. 


The human mind is so constituted that it reaches 
for unity as fundamentally as it recognizes plur- 
ality. In philosophy when men begin with plur- 
ality the search for unity lands them in some 
form of monism. On the other hand, the Biblical 
philosophy, beginning with a unity in GOD, has 
no difficulty in recognizing plurality in His cre- 
ations. So those who begin with the assumption 
that the plurality of denominations means a 
multiplicity of Churches feel compelled to embark 
on a crusade for organizational unification. On 
the other hand those who begin with the already 
existing spiritual unity of the Church of God, the 
body of Christ, can recognize that this unity is 
not destroyed by the multiformity of denomina- 
tions in which the body of Christ manifests itself 
on this earth. Finding a unity at the beginning 
we do not have to force one at the end. We 
confess that the holy, catholic, and apostolic 
Church is one in Jesus Christ, her Head, one in 
her essence, the Church which is in Him and 
around Him in heaven, one in the eschatological 
goal toward which she is moving, and that this 
one Church under manifold manifestations is 
ecumenical, scattered throughout the inhabited 
world. Accepting the Ecumenical Church we recog- 
nize every denomination which worships the Triune 
God, preaches the Word and administers the 
sacraments in their fundamental integrity, and 
seeks to stand before the face of God as branches 
through which the life of the vine flows, consti- 
tuent parts of the Body whose Head is Christ. 


“The holy Church throughout all the world: doth 
acknowledge Thee; 

The Father: of an infinite Majesty; 

Thine adorable, true: and only Son; 

Also the Holy Ghost: the Comforter.” 


I. The Unity of the Ecumenical Church in 
Christ, her Head. 


Before the foundations of the world, God chose 
human nature to be united with Himself in the 


*The Second World Conference on Faith and 
Order, Edinburgh edited by L. Hodgson, Mac- 
Millan, quotations by permission of the ‘Mac- 
Millan Company. 


Person of His eternal Son, and so to becom 
Jesus of Nazareth, the Messiah of His people 
This people, chosen in and redeemed by Chris 
embraces Israel and the Church and _ includes ; 
host that no man can number out. of every natiy 
and kindred and tribe. The covenant of grag 
made by God with Christ as the representatiyd 
and head of the elect has recently been describe 
as the Urgeschichte which is the key to thd 
meaning and significance of world history,* 

The living God has acted in the lives of thd 
Patriarchs, Moses, Israel, the Prophets, and thd 
Apostles, and through their testimonies has givey 
us the inspired interpretation of His saving self 
revelation. “In the fulness of time, the Word, 
the Eternal Son of God, is manifest in Chrig 
our Lord, the Incarnate Word, and His redeeming 
work, that is, in His words and deeds, in His life 
and character, in His suffering, death and res. 
rection, culminating in the gift of the Spirit anj 
in the life which He gives to the Church whic 
is His body” (p. 228). Thus the Bible does what 
reason, conscience, feeling, nature, and _ history 
cannot do, it gives us the saving knowledge of 
God. It presents God reconciling the world unty 
Himself in Christ, and brings us through Chris 
to the propitious Father and the hope of glory. 
In His tremendous work of bearing our sins in His 
own body on the tree Christ made us one. As 
Archbishop Temple puts it, “At the supreme mo. 
ment the Remnant is reduced to one solitary 
figure, whose disciples have forsaken Him ani 
fled; Christ on His Cross is in His sole Person 
the Israel of God.” “Because He died for all, 
all are one in His death” (pp. 65,22). All the 
promises of God are Yea in Christ, and through 
Christ our Amens arise to the glory of God the 
Father. “The Christian Church is constituted by 
the eternal World of God made man in Chris 
30) is always vitalized by His Holy Spirit (p. 

In Christ the God of the Old Testament wh 
has created the New Testament speaks and the 
Congregation of God in Christ is the fulfillment 
of the Old Testament promise. The Church is 
grounded in Christ that ecclesiology is nothing 
else than Christology. Christ is: the Church herself 
in that she is His body and Christ is distinct from 
the Church in that He is her Head. Christ is the 
Rock, the foundation, the Lord. In the imprison 
ment epistles, the Apostle places over against hv- 
man claims the Church which is from above and 
over against the Gnostic pairs the Church as the 
only wife of Christ.* 

Christ in human form has entered into the i 
visible, behind the curtain, and with Him, around 
Him, and in Him, our Head, is the real Church, 
the essential sanctuary of our salvation. In th 
heavenly tabernacle which God pitched and né 
man, Christ ministers both at the altar of atone 
ment where He pleads for our forgiveness His 
one sacrifice for sins, and at the altar of 
cense where He offers His heavenly intercessid 
as a shield over the feeble and unworthy tributt 
of our praise and thanksgiving. Thus, as we come 
by the new and living way He has opened for ¥ 
into the holy of holies, we take refuge beneath 
the cover of His righteousness and under th 
shield of His intercession that we may be 4 


*Barth, K., Kirchliche Dogmatik, Il, 2, p. 6. 
*Schmidt, K. L., “Ecclesia” in Kittel’s Th 
logisches Worterbuch z. N. T. III, 507-516. 
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cepted and blessed with that mercy and help which 
ye severally need. Only in this heavenly sanctuary 
can the Church be wholly one without limit of 
time or space. In the Liturgy of the Upper Room 
the ancient Church called her members to lift 
their hearts above. The center of gravity of the 
Body of Christ is not on earth, but in heaven. 
‘The Church on earth does not send up its light 
to heaven, but the Church in heaven must send its 
light down to the Church on earth.’’* In the midst 
of the Throne and of the four living ones and of 
the four and twenty presbyters of the heavenly 
Jerusalem is a Lamb standing as it had been slain. 
g self And from that sanctuary on high, grace and peace 
come to the outer courts of God’s tabernacle, the 
Chris Church on earth. 


lis lif “Blessed that flock safe penned in Paradise; 

Blessed this flock which tramps in weary ways: 

All form one flock, God’s flock; all yield Him 
praise 

By joy or pain, still tending toward the prize.” 


“Through Jesus Christ, particularly through the 
fact of His resurrection, of the gathering of His 
disciples round their crucified, risen, and vic- 
torious Lord, and of the coming of the Holy 
Spirit, God’s almighty will constituted the Church 
on earth.” “It is the body of Christ, whose 
members derive their life and oneness from their 
dlitary—M one living Head; and thus it is nothing apart 
n and from Him, but is in all things dependent upon the 
Person power of salvation which God has committed to 
r all, His Son. 


Il the “The presence of the ascended Lord in the 
rougil Church, His Body, is affected by the power of the 
rd. the one Spirit, who conveys to the whole fellowship 
ed by the gifts of the ascended Lord, dividing to every 
Chris man severally as He will, guides it into all truth 
It (MM and fills it unto all the fulness of God. 


“Christ is present in His Church through the 
Holy Spirit as Prophet, Priest, and King. As 
lesa Prophet He reveals the divine will and purpose 
- to the Church; as Priest He ever liveth to make 
thing intercession for us, and through the eternal sacri- 
all fice once offered for us on Calvary, He con- 
4 tinually draws His people to the Most High; and 


+ who 
d the 


Sar as King He rules His Church and is ever estab- 
ison (lishing His Kingdom” (pp. 230-231). 
t hu Thus, subsisting in spite of divergences, there 


eal is a supernatural bond of oneness in Christ. By 
5 the one Spirit have we all been baptized into His one 

Body. There is one Lord, one Spirit, one faith 
an wrought by that one Spirit and resting in that 


wee one Lord, one baptism sealing that one faith, 

var one hope of our calling, one God and Father of 

1 the all who is over all and in all and through all. In 

| nd — unity, also, we walk by faith not by 
sight. 

i In His great high priestly prayer our Lord 

t i prayed that His disciples may be one as the 


esied Messiah and the Father are one (John xvii). Ac- 
‘bute cording to the Edinburgh Conference this unity 


come ro a prayer to God not to man, and consequently, 
od its answer is a gift to be received from God (p. 
neath “93). Moreover, the unity for which Christ prayed 
oe 1S a spiritual unity to be realized as the loving 


heart and the gracious hand of the Father keep 


ie the disciples in His Name (vv. 11, 12, 23), as 
Christ is in them (v. 23) and His joy is made 
he perfect in them (v .13), as His Word of truth 





“Kuyper, A., Calvinism, 1931, p. 101. 





sanctifies them (vv. 16-19). The unity between 
the figure of the Messiah offering strong cryings 
and tears in Gethsemane and God Almighty in 
His transcendence, blessedness, and glory is not 
evident and visible. But in spite of appearances to 
the contrary, there is an inner and spiritual unity, 
even as beneath His suffering there is a fullness 
of joy. “I and the Father are one.” “He that hath 
seen Me hath seen the Father.” To draw from 
the seventeenth of John an argument for rigid 
uniformity or compact ecclesiastical union, is to 
forget the distinctions involved in the Incarnation 
and Messiahship. Indeed, even in the Triune God- 
head the plurality is as ultimate as the unity, the 
plentitude as the simplicity, the Herrlichkeit as 
the Herr. Lecturing on theology proper, Professor 
Barth continually insisted that he was speaking of 
the Triune God revealed in Christ in His Einheit, 
Vielheit and Verschiedenheit. May it not, then, be 
according to the analogy of the faith to recognize 
the ecumenicity of the Church in its unity, its 
plenitude, and its differences? The unity of the 
Church in Christ does not require a compact gov- 
ernmental unification. Visible expressions of the 
invisible unity of the Body of Christ can only 
come from the Living God through the work of 
the life-giving Spirit, and such living manifes- 
tations may be expected to recognize in the bonds 
of mutual love and regard the autonomy of the 
several constituent branches under the sovereign 
Headship of Christ. 
(To Be Continued.) 


*Columbia Theological Seminary, Decatur, Ga. 





With Our Missionaries 


Cable notification has been received from a 
port in Africa of the safe arrival there of Mr. 
Allen Craig, Miss Lena Reynolds, Miss Charlotte 
McMurray, and Rev. and Mrs. William T. Mulcay. 
Our whole Church will rejoice in their safe transit 
across the Atlantic. 


Further News From Rev. 
M. A. Hopkins,D.D. 


A letter has been received from Rev. M. A. 
Hopkins, D.D., whose safe arrival in Africa has 
already been reported. In this communication he 
says: 

“There are three of us in my cabin, the other 
two both going to India. The cabin is large, two 
berths and a lounge, no uppers. The whole crew 
is Dutch . . . I had lunch on board at the same 
table with the Chinese Consul who is returning to 
China. He leaves a wife and five children at his 
former post in Canada, all church members except 
himself; he says he believes ... I seem to be in 
fine shape physically. After overcoming all the 
difficulties that seemed to block the way, I feel 
more convinced than ever that it is God’s will 
for me to be going out, and that the Lord has a 
work for me to do in China... We did not start 
until the 6th and then went very slowly as there 
were other boats to go along with us. In fact we 
are in a convoy and our ship is the flagship. We 
are loaded with lumber which makes for steadiness. 
Last night it was raining and got rather rough. It 
was our first complete blackout . . . This morning 
we were supplied with a very welcome sheet of 
news from the ship’s radio . . . There are 27 pas- 
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sengers, all men, many of whom are returning 
to various mission fields. There are six Chinese, 
not including the consul, who are returning to 
Chungking for educational work. One of them is 
a very bright blind boy with several College de- 
grees ... There is a group of highly educated 
Negroes sent out by our Government at the re- 
quest of the Abyssinian Government for edu- 
cational work. One of them is a Colonel of the 
Abyssinian Air Force, and special pilot to Haile 


Apr. 1944 


Selasse . . . Sunday we had a very good morning 
service. I am to preach next Sunday. We have 
pooled our books and appointed a librarian. Haye 
also arranged for discussion hours, interesting 
and stimulating . . . The days will lengthen out 
into weeks, and then into months, and a year 
will be past before we know it. We can only 
trust God and go forward in the line of Duty.” 


—H.K.T, 
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Is theStory of Creation History or Legend? 


By Rev. B. C. Patterson, D.D.* 


Genesis first portrays God as the Creator of 
the world and all living things, shows Him as a 
free agent and not a blind force such as gravity 
that always acts in a mechanical way. And further, 
that He worked purposefully toward the reali- 
zation of an end that is preparing a nursery 
where the sons of God are to be fitted for His 
presence. When finished, God saw everything 
that He had made and behold it was very good 


This teaching of the authority and supervision 
of a personal God has been seriously challenged 
in our day. And cultures and civilizations founded 
on God’s law are being overthrown and _ the 
world drenched in blood and suffering as it has 
not been since the Reformation, if ever. The 
obvious cause for this debacle is of course pride 
and selfishness, but the justification, the excuse, 
was provided by evolution in the hands of ma- 
terialistic philosophers. They pushed evolution to 
the place of God in creation and providence ard 
justified all violence and crime as the natural out- 
working of a materialistic law. 

The evolutionary theory as accepted by most 
writers either impairs or breaks down the histori- 
cal interpretation of Genesis. The term evolution 
may have a good meaning if it is limited to a 
method which God is said to have used in form- 
ing different types of animals or if it is used 
with reference to our increasing knowledge in 
other fields of learning. However about sixty 
years ago a company of scholars and scientists 
seeing that evolution was apparently at variance 
with the Genesis account boldly denied God’s 
superintendence and asserted that what looked to 
be a purposeful creation was but the work of a 
mechanical force, the result of struggle and the 
survival of the fittest. 

Today we see Italy and Germany ruined by this 
teaching. Streicher’s antisemitism, Rosenberg’s 
Aryan superiority, Engel’s economic teaching, 
Mazzini’s spurious religious teachings, not to men- 
tion Marx, Neitchie and others, all were spawned 
by a materialistic interpretation of evolution. And 
many Christian scholars enthralled by the theory 
of evolution, have framed the Old Testament to 


suit the theory and question the facts of early 
Biblical history. 


What Is Evolution? 


The evolutionary theory declares that in cre- 
ation later types of animals are modified from 
earlier types and that the steps in this modifi- 
cation are very small. Now we see examples of 
modification or of evolution if you wish to call 
it so in the living vegetable and animal things 


about us. As for instance a pony or a Norman 
horse from a different sized animal or a Bartlet 
pear from a bitter, thimble-sized pear of the 
wilds or a Boysen berry uniting in itself the life 
of five other berries of a similar kind. These 
changes are brought about by small modification; 
in the parent cells. Evolution seizes this end 
broadens it to include all creation. Note that evo- 
lution demands that the steps in the modification 
must be very small. 


Is Evolution True? 

If evolution is true it should find its circun- 
stantial proof or disproof in the fossils left in the 
earth in the period of creation. These. portray 
for us the whole span of life and their skeleton 
structure is preserved for us with great exactness. 

What do we see? In the first period of creation 
tossed, igneous rocks tell us with the Scriptures 
that the earth was void. In the second period 
recorded by geology there is a very thick series 
of limestone strata that has been laid down in the 
edge of the ocean. God had said, Let the dry land 
appear. This limestone was formed from the 
muddy deposit brought in by water from dry 
land. It is unlike any other limestone in the 
later ages in that it has no fossils showing there 
was life at that time in the earth’s water. 

However in the beginning of the next series of 
strata, fossils of a host of living things appear 
suddenly and from nowhere. Among the ten 
families (not orders or species) of living things 
represented in the world today, only the family of 
mammals is missing. And surprisingly from an 
evolutionary standpoint the fossils all show that 
the first living things were perfect in form. Thus 
at the very beginning of any fair fossil record we 
have creatures that do not appear to be modified 
from the little carbonaceous plants that existed 
just as they came. 


Moreover 

And all the creatures are as far along in organi- 
zation and development as any animals like them 
have ever gone. And too some of these oldest 
forms of living things have persisted thru the 
ages and are living today showing not the slightest 
modification after all these millenia. (For in- 
stance, a certain mollusk now living on the North 
Carolina coast). A teacher of geology and writer 
said, “If these animals represent an evolutionary 
development we are looking at the last stage.” — 

The leading Chinese geologist explaining this 
situation naively said, “This does not look like 
evolution, but since evolution is true (he had 
studied under an American geologist), we must 
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suppose that its early stages are hidden some- 
ghere, possibly under the ocean”! 

Thus we have a theory that does not seem to 
fit the circumstantial evidence and is based on a 
supposition. The picture supports the creation 
account as history. In a fuller study of fossils it 
has been shown that in any age in which living 
things appear they appear as highly developed 
gs the corresponding creatures of today. 

Illustrating this let us note that when the 
earliest fishes appear they come in vast numbers. 
It is not apparent how their vertebra could have 
been modified from the shell-fish before them. It 
is only said that “‘apparently they first appeared 
in the rivers that have left no fossils, and thence 
swam down to the sea.’”’ This looks to a believer 
like God had said: ‘“‘Let the waters swarm with 
living creatures.” They came but no one knows 
their parents. 


Whence Trees And Plants? 


Next about half way down the ages before 
Adam our trees and plants appear. They come 
suddenly and in great profusion and variety. And 
note that they are in form as perfect as those 
of their kind that exist today. With reference to 
their full development at their first appearance, 
one evolutionist said: ‘‘Doubtless they had a long 
previous history but a copy is now unobtainable.” 

To explain these sudden apperances of new 
classes of animals and plants evolutionists tell us 
that these changes occur in sudden mutations. 
But the fact that they do thus appear in full 
form and exceedingly great variety and numbers, 
and all just as complete as they have remained 
through the ages since, is extremely hard to 
harmonize with the definition of their theory that 
calls for only minute mutations in each generation. 

It appears that God had said: “Let the earth 
put forth grass and herbs. 

_ Later when the birds appear the same picture 
ls presented. Evolutionists seize upon a feathered 
flying lizard like creature as a forerunner of the 
birds. There are but two fossils of this creature 
known. It appears to have belonged to the great 
list of prehistoric animals that have lived and died 
doing their bit and leaving no trace beyond their 
fossils. Between this creature and the true birds 
there is a long gap of geologic time. So the 
question still remains, where did the birds come 


—: “God created every winged bird after its 
ind.” 


Then the mammals the last remaining family 
of living creatures crowd the stage with their 
hundreds of kinds. Just before them the lubberly 
saurians filled the world. A small rodent appeared 
and on its heels the whole mammal managerie 
came upon the stage of the world. It was only 
when the earth became full of vegetable growth 
that provided food for mammals that they came. 
No ancestors of the mammals are known tho 
the fossil records before they came and afterwards 
seem full. If this mighty host followed from the 
little rodent its generations must have been 
passed in a feverish turmoil to have produced the 
horses, elephants, lions, tigers and other thou- 
sands of mammals as well as rats! 

_ There are those who try to harmonize the teach- 
ings of science and Scripture by saying that the 
Bible and science do not cover the same ground 
therefore we may not treat the Bible as a text- 
book of science. This is of course true. But we 
must recognize that the science that expresses 


God’s truth may not contradict God’s spoken 
truth. God in revelation must speak the same 
truth that he speaks in nature, and he does so 
speak. 

The Genesis account is explicitly gpposed to a 
materialistic evolution that explains creation with- 
out reference to God as Creator and superinten- 
dent of the world. Science can only deal with 
circumstantial evidence and is constantly chang- 
ing its ground as newer facts appear. 

The general outline presented by Geology’s 
circumstantial evidence is startlingly like the his- 
torical account given in Genesis, and should satisfy 
any one that God’s “everlasting power and 
divinity” are behind all these “visible things.” 

We wish to consider the Creation of man in 
another articles. 


——_—__..—<» ea ———__ 


An Examination Of Committee’s Proposed 
Changes In Phraseology In The Confession 
Of Faith As Reported In The Minutes 
Of The General Assembly Of 1943 
By Rev. Robert F. Boyd* 


The fact that the Ad Interim Committee on 
Changes in the Confession of Faith and Cate- 
chisms has reversed itself concerning the proposed 
change in Chapter X, paragraph 4 indicates that 
many of the Presbyteries did not study and vote 
on this proposal on its merits, but simply voted 
to approve what was handed down to them. And 
it is reasonable to suppose that many of the 
Presbyteries may be doing the same thing with 
reference to the 1943 proposals. At any rate it is 
certainly remarkable that a majority of the Pres- 
byteries and a General Assembly approved such 
a proposal as the addition of the words “than by 
Christ” in Chapter x:4. The writer believes that 
to vote on all of the 1943 proposals with the 
consideration that ought to be given them would 
take more time than any presbytery has at its 
disposal. This fact, however, doesn’t make it 
right “to vote with the crowd” just to get “the 
whole thing off the docket.” It was with the 
above thoughts in mind that the writer prepared 
a compend of the proposed changes in phraseology 
in the Confession of Faith, and sent it to the 
Chairman of the Committee along with a letter 
requesting the Committee’s consideration of the 
paper and expressing the hope that the Presby- 
teries may be spared the further necessity of 
voting for or against changes they have not ade- 
quately apprehended (or considered). 

The Committee declined consideration of the 
paper, indicating that the task assigned to them 
was to deal specifically with the question of Dis- 
pensationalism, and that it did not come within 
the scope of their work to consider the paper. 

The writer, therefore, asks that the several 
Presbyteries, whether they have voted on these 
proposals or not, face the question of each pro- 
posed change on its merits. 

The recommendations of the Committee—as 
they appear in the 1943 M.G.A.—are quoted be- 
low, each recommendation being followed py a 
brief analysis. 

1. “I:1: We recommend the deletion of the ‘that’ 
after ‘declare’, near the middle of the section.” 

Among the suggested changes in phraseology 
in the Confession of Faith, there is none which 
is more uncalled for than the above. The writer 
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is unable to understand why the Committee wants 
this “that”? deleted. (No reason wa; given in their 
report to the Assembly, although ‘reasons’ were 
appended for all of the other proposals save one, 
as we shall see later.) Now it may be that the 
Committee has failed to realize that an infinitive 
is a verbal noun, and that it is used exactly as 
a noun is used. And since the infinitive is a noun, 
it is perfectly proper for it to be the antecedent 
of a pronoun, or to be in apposition with a pro- 
noun. I don’t believe that the Committee would 
find fault with the grammar of the following 
sentence: “I am determined to preach and to de- 
clare that my life’s work.” It is perfectly evident 
that that “that” in the above sentence refers back 
to, or, if you please, is in apposition with, the 
infinitive “to preach.” Now notice the parallel 
construction in the Confession I-1. The Lord was 
pleased to reveal Himself (i.e., to make a revela- 
tion of Himself) and to declare that (i.e., that 
revelation of Himself) His will unto His church.” 
There is no doubt in the mind of the writer con- 
cerning the excellence of the grammar in the 
Confession; moreover the writer is prepared to 
furnish (if requested to do so) examples of this 
very same construction in English, Greek, and 
Latin literature. 


If this “that” is deleted, the meaning of the 
passage will be changed. The “that” was placed 
there to refer to its proper antecedent, and in this 
way the words immediately following it are 
definitely linked with those which immediately 
precede. When the “that” is deleted this con- 
nection is broken, and the Confession would then 
read that it pleased the Lord to reveal Himself 
(i.e., to make a revelation of Himself), and to 
declare . . . His will unto His church. Declare His 
will how, when, where, etc.? With the “that” de- 
leted we are not told. Or are we to suppose that 
God declares His will by means of that “inner 
light” which some people claim to have? 

But with the “that” retained the Confession 


makes it clear that God’s will for His church is 
found in this revelation of Himself. This revelation 
of Himself God was later pleased to commit to 
writing (the Bible). The first paragraph of the 
Confession makes the following statements (para- 
phrasing briefly): It pleased the Lord to do three 
things, namely, (1), to reveal Himself (i.e., to 
make a revelation of Himself); (2) to declare 
that (i.e., that revelation of Himself) His will unto 
His church; (3) to commit the same (i.e., the same 
revelation of Himself) wholly unto writing. Now 
the words “the same” have for their antecedent 
the very same infinitive phrase which is the 
antecedent of the ‘“‘that’’, viz., “to reveal Him- 
self.” Since the Committee wants to delete the 
“that”, they ought also to recommend the deletion 
of the words “the same,” if they would be con- 
sistent. Nevertheless this “that” belongs where 
it now stands, and it ought by all means to be 
retained. 


2. “I:2: We recommend that ‘Testament’ in the 
phrase ‘Old and New Testament’ be pluralized.” 


3. “VII:5-6: We recommend that the phrase 
‘Old Testament’ be changed to ‘Old Testament 
Dispensation’ in VII:5, and that ‘New Testament’ 
be changed to ‘New Testament Dispensation’ in 
VII:6, and that like changes be made in XI:6; 
XX:1; XXII:2; XXIII:2 (‘Old Testament’ and 
‘New Testament’ here mean periods of time. But 
in the first chapter of the Confession these phrases 
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designate the major divisions of the Scriptures 
Using the words in different senses in the same 
document is somewhat confusing.)” 


While it is evident that the recommendations 
above involve no change in meaning, it seems 
to the writer that the Committee is going to 4 
great deal of trouble to “clarify” what is gj. 
ready sufficiently clear to any one who reads 
with any discernment at all. Any one who. reads 
VII:5 in the Confession can’t possibly fai] to 
understand that the phrase “Old Testament” means 
a period of time. instead of one of the major 
divisions of the Scriptures. Notice the various 
phrases in this paragraph which make it clear 
that a period of time is meant: “This covenant 
was differently administered in the time of the 
law, and in the time of the gospel: . . . which 
were for that time . . .” Moreover, the Confession 
goes on to say in this same paragraph: “There 
are not, therefore, two covenants of grace differ. 
ing in substance, but one and the same under 
various dispensations’” (italics mine).. To the 
writer this paragraph is abundantly clear, and he 
is sure that it is clear also to the great majority 
of people who will have occasion to read it. 

4, “X:4: We recommend that the phrase ‘than 
by Christ’ be exscinded. (The proponent of the 
addition of those words now sees clearly that he 
misconstrued the language of the statement at 
this point . . . Since this is the meaning of the 
section, the words ‘than by Christ’ should never 
have been added. This Assembly therefore is 
asked to reconsider the action of the 1939 As 
sembly and undo what it did at this point.)” 

The above is the only recommendation which 
the writer approves; and he approves it whole 
heartedly. Truly it would be a tragic thing if our 
church should officially teach that the non-elect 
can be saved, or that men professing the Hindu 
religion can nevertheless be saved by Christ. The 
writer is glad that the members of the Commit- 
tee have realized their mistake and that they are 
asking the Assembly to “undo what it did at this 
point.” 

“XVI:5: We recommend that ‘because of’ be 
substituted for ‘by reason of’ in the third line. 
(The phrase ‘and because’, in the second half of 
the section, suggests, requires, an earlier ‘be 
cause’; but when you look for it you find ‘by rea- 
son of’ instead.’’) 

The Committee is right in stating that “the 
phrase ‘and because’ ... suggests ... an earlier 
‘because’ ”’; but when the Committee states that 
“the phrase ‘and because’ requires (italics mine) 
an earlier ‘because’ ’”’, they are in error. The West 
minster Divines probably used “because” instead 
of repeating the previous “by reason of” for 
the sake of smoothness and euphony. Thus: “. . 
by reason of the great disproportion that is be 
tween them ...; and ‘by reason of’, as they are 
good, .. .” We would not say: “And by reason of 
as they are good, they proceed . . .” Our language 
is flexible enough—by means of synonyms—to ent- 
able us to avoid such “rough” phraseology. Hence 
instead of using “by reason of’ in a place where 
it doesn’t fit smoothly, the framers of the Con- 
fession used another word (or phrase, as the case 
may be) which is identical in meaning. And when 
the Westminster Divines used “because” 48 
synonymous with “by reason of,” they knew what 
they were doing. Roget’s Thesaurus of the Eng- 
lish Language in Dictionary Form gives the follow 
ing words as synonyms of “because”: “By reason 
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; (N.B., the first word listed) ; owing to, due to, 
i, account of, consequently.” Thus it is evident 
at the Committee has erred in the contention 
hat “because”, in the second half of the para- 
aph, requires an earlier “because”. The Com- 
ittee has therefore only substituted a synonym 
i the phrase “by reason of” for the phrase—a 
hing which could be done in the case of possibly 
50% of the words of the Confession of Faith. Why 
hange a word which is just as good as the pro- 
nosed substitute? 


§. “XIX:6: We recommend that ‘further’ be sub- 
tituted for ‘likewise’ near the middle of the sec- 
ion. (The ‘likewise’ implies that the preceding 
hart of the section defines the use of the law 
» the unregenerate. But as a matter of fact the 
foregoing part of the section describes the use of 
he law to ‘true believers’. Now true believers 
and the regenerate are the same people. But 
‘ikewise’ implies, requires, a different class of peo- 
ple. The change suggested above would make the 
meaning of the section clearer.)” 


The argument for the above proposal is faulty 
in at least two points. The Committee errs, in the 
first place, in the contention that the word 
“further” is different in meaning from the word 
“likewise”. Roget’s Thesaurus gives the following 
words as synonyms: “‘. . . and, also, likewise, too, 
furthermore, further, besides, moreover .. .’ 
Funk and Wagnails New Standard Dictionary o 
the English Language gives the following words 
as synonyms of ‘“‘likewise’’: “In like manner, more- 
over, further, also, too..”’ The writer is mindful 
of the fact that in many cases synonyms of a par- 
ticular word are not identical in all of their senses 
and connotations, but he does not think that any 
difference of meaning of any consequence can be 
shown in the words “likewise” and “further.” And 
since these two words are practically identical in 
meaning, why change the word “likewise’’? 


The Committee errs, in the second place, in 
supposing that the use of the word “likewise” 
requires “a different class of people.” The word 
“likewise” in no way carries with it the “ad- 
Versative idea”; rather, it carries the idea of 
“addition,” “also”, “too”, ete. It is perfectly cor- 
rect grammatically for one to say: “The law is of 
great use to the regenerate in that it informs 
them of the will of God; and it (the law) is 
likewise of use to the regenerate in that it re- 
strains their corruptions.” As a matter of fact 
the adverb “likewise” is to be taken especially 
with the word “use”, and not with “regenerate”. 
Hence the word “likewise” does not—as the Com- 
mittee affirms—“imply, require, a different class 
of people”; the word—as it is used in the passage 
under discussion—simply indicates that the law 
has other uses to the regenerate. Now the Con- 
fession goes on to say (in XIX:6): “. .. and 
the threatenings of it (the law) serve to show 
what even their sins deserve, . . . The promises 
“ it, IN LIKE MANNER (capitals mine) show 
them God’s approbation of obedience ... ” No- 
lice that the Confession is still speaking of the re- 
generate, and in doing so uses the phrase “in like 
“ihe. » phe dictionaries referred to above list 
hervise and “in like manner” as synonyms. 
om yet the Committee says that “likewise” ‘“im- 
pies, requires, a different class of people.” More- 
over the Committee has not proposed that the 


phrase “in like manner” be changed to “further,” 
or some such word. Now if the word “likewise” is 
wrong as it stands in the Confession, then the 
phrase “in like manner’? — according to the rea- 
soning of the Committee’s proposal only furnishes 
another example of inconsistency and of needless 
changing. 


7. “XXVI:1: We recommend that the opening 
line be changed to read: ‘All saints being united 
to Jesus Christ their head’; and that the opening 
line of section 2 be changed to read ‘Saints by 
their profession are bound’, etc., omitting the 
comma after ‘Saints’ and also after ‘profession’. 
(As amended both sections clearly apply to real 
saints, but as they now stand section 1 applies to 
real saints, and section 2 seems to apply to nominal 
saints; yet what is said is not true of nominal 
saints. As they stand the sections are of doubtful 
interpretation; but as amended they are perfectly 
clear.)”’ 


The change which the Committee proposes in 
section 1 would make a rather serious change in 
the meaning of the paragraph. While the para- 
graph as it stands is speaking of true saints, the 
construction of the sentence makes it clear that 
the reader is to understand that not all who are 
considered by men to be saints are true saints. 
Paul expressed the same thought in Romans 9:6 
“For they are not all Israel, which are of Israel.” 
Our Saviour, likewise, expressed the same thought 
in His words: “Therefore by their fruits ye shall 
know them. Not every one that saith unto Me, 
Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom of heaven; 
but he that doeth the will of My Father who is 
in heaven.” The proposed change, however, would 
make the passage state that all who are known 
or considered saints are actually saints and are 
“united to Jesus Christ their head.” It is one thing 
to say “All saints that are united to Jesus Christ 
their head’’; but it is quite another thing to say 
“All saints are (the Committee used the participle 
“being’’) united to Jesus Christ their head.” The 
Confession as it stands is certainly not making any 
such statement as the latter. All church members 
(a common use of the word ‘saint’) have been 
and will be spoken of as “saints”; but not all 
church members (miserabile dictu!) are “united 
to Jesus Christ their head.” 


With reference to paragraph 2, the Confession 
is quite evidently speaking of true saints; and 
the construction in this paragraph indicates that, 
while true saints are meant, there are people who 
may be known as saints but who are not saints. 
By profession, saints are bound to do certain 
things; and the true saints will do the will of their 
Father who is in heaven. 


The Committee has—with reference to the 
proposal to delete the “that” in Chapter I—im- 
plied that the Westminster Divines made a mis- 
take in including the “that’?; and—with reference 
to the proposed changes in Chapter XXVI—the 
Committee has suggested that those same Divines 
meant to write (in paragraph 2) about nominal 
saints but actually wrote about true saints. It 
is the sincere conviction of the writer that they 
made no error in either case. With reference to 
the rest of the proposed changes, the Committee 
has implid that they (the Committee) have in 
their proposals made the Confession clearer and 
less confusing. The writer has read with a fair 
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amount of care both the proposed changes and the 
Confession as it stands; and he does not hesitate 
to state that he considers the Confession as it 
stands to be clearer and better, both theologically 
and grammatically. 


*Pastor of St. Andrew’s Presbyterian Church, 
Charlotte, N. C. 





Proposed Changes In Confession 
Of Faith And Catechisms 


With Reference To The Word ‘Testament’ 
By Rev. Carl W. McMurray, Ph.D.* 


The 1943 General Assembly approved, and sent 
down to the Presbyteries for their advice and 
consent, a proposal to add the word ‘‘dispensation”’ 
after the phrase “Old Testament” and “New 
Testament” in various instances in the Confession 
of Faith and Larger Catechism. The writer humbly 
calls attention to the fact that the definitive 
paragraphs in Chapter VII of the Confession will 
not allow these changes. Of these definitive and 
determinative paragraphs, I quote in full par. 4, 
and in abbreviated form paragraphs 5 and 6 with 
the proposed addition given in parenthesis. Par. 4, 
“This covenant of grace is frequently set forth in 
the Scriptures by the name of a Testament, in 
reference to the death of Jesus Christ, the 
Testator, and to the everlasting inheritance, with 
all things belonging to it, therein bequeathed.” 
Par. 5, “This covenant ... under the law. . 
administered by promises, prophecies, sacrifices 

. is called the Old Testament” (Dispensation). 
Par. 6, “Under the gospel . . . it is held forth in 
more fulness, evidence, and _ spiritual efficacy 

and is called the New Testament” (Dis- 
pensation). 


Please note the emphatic phrase, “is called,” 
and you will see that the addition of the word 
“dispensation” violates the existing structure of 
these definitive paragraphs. According to the Con- 
fession, where is the Covenant of Grace called the 
“Old Testament” and the “New Testament’? Does 
the Confession say that it is through popular 
usage that the Covenant is called by these names? 
No, for if so, the Westminster divines would have 
used the phrase, “commonly called,’’ which they 
always used to set forth designations derived from 
popular usage, as for example: ‘“‘commonly called 
the Lord’s Prayer,” “commonly called the Apo- 
chrypha,” ete. Clearly the phrase, “is called,’ 
points to the Scriptures as the source of these 
names of the Covenant, and par. 4 specifically re- 
fers us to the Scriptures for these names, and 
when we look in the Bible we do find these exact 
designations. The Westminster Assembly did not 
coin the terms, “Old Testament” and ‘‘New Testa- 
ment,” to designate the Covenant, but they simply 
declare and explain the names by which it is 
called in the Scriptures. 


Consider this pertinent question: Is the Cove- 
nant of Grace called the “Old Testament Dis- 
pensation” and the “New Testament Dispensation”’ 
in the Scriptures? It is not thus called in the ac- 
cepted English translations of the Bible. How 
shall we reconcile this fact with the proposed 
change? Shall we make a new compound trans- 





lation of the Greek word, usually translated “test, 
ment”, so that for example, the words of Jeg, 
in the Lord’s Supper would read: “This is y 









blood of the New Testament Dispensation”? } 
submit that it is needless to ask the Greek scholay 
to give us a new compound translation of th 
Greek word, ‘‘diatheke”, unless we propose to x 
write the above quoted par. 4 where the trang. 
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lasting inheritance. There is no. escape from the 
conclusion that in order to be true to the existing 
structure of these definitive paragraphs, we mug 
not add the word “dispensation”. We must cop. 
tinue to say that in the Scriptures the Covenant 
of Grace is called the Old Testament, and is calle 
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the New Testament. Let us not distort the entire be 
structure of these definitive paragraphs. Let et us 





not confuse the focus of these wondrous picturg 
of the Covenant of Grace. It is proposed that we 
should do this in order to magnify “time periods’, 
but the time periods are already properly emphs- 
sized in the well-balanced scriptural terminology 
of the Confession in the names, “Old Testament’ 
and “New Testament.” 


The Proposed Plural 


The 1943 General Assembly also approved, and 
sent down to the Presbyteries, a proposal to plural- 
ize the word “testament” in the Confession of 
Faith (1:2), Larger Catechism (Ans. 3), and 
Shorter Catechism (Ans. 2), where the reference 
is to the “Scriptures of the Old and New Testa 
ment.” This change to the plural may seem suf- 
ficiently justified by the simple statement that 
“the phrase here refers to the two major divisions 
of the Scriptures.”” However, it is pertinent to ask 
why these divisions of the Scriptures are 
designated. It is to be remembered that deep in 
the heart of the testamental designations of the 
Scriptures is the thought of the Covenant of Grace 
which is never plural. The Confession (VII:6) 
distinctly states that “there are not two covenants 
of grace.”’” We have noted above that the tern, 
“Old Testament” and “New Testament,” are Scrip. 
tural designations of the one Covenant of Grace. 
It is in the light of these facts that the West- 
minster Assembly rejected the plural in speaking 
of the “Old and New Testament.” 

If the two volumes, respectively entitled “The 
Early Church” and “The Medieval Church,” may 
be referred to as ““Books of the Early and Medieval 
Church,” retaining the singular in recognition of 
the unity of the true Church in all ages; then 
doubly correct is the reference to the “Books of 
the Old and New Testament”; for “Old Testa 
ment” and “New Testament” are exact scriptural 
names of the one Covenant of Grace, whereas the 
terms “Early Church” and ‘Medieval Church” are 
not exact designations of the one true church and 
are not necessarily a unity. It is to be regretted 
that later hands, not discerning the Covenant 
in these names, have already given us the unwar- 
ranted plural, “Old and New Testaments,” in 
the Book of Church Order and in the Directory 
For Worship. However, it was not so in the 1806 
edition of the Book of Church Order; and the 
1923 edition of the Directory for Worship, in the 
Presbyterian Church U.S.A., still retained the 
singular of the Westminster originals. 

Is it possible that the scholarly members of 
the Westminster Assembly were thoughtless 
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“testa jir use of the singular? Who can doubt that 
ir repeated use of the singular was by de- 
choice? The evidence that they were 

in their consistent reference to the 

New Testament,” is emphasized in the 

xt that they did use the plural in reference to 
Hebrew and Greek Testaments.”” We must honor 

» Westminster’ Assembly in this, that they did 
istinguish between things that. differ, and with- 
‘it controversy these are “things that differ.” 
‘Myne of the vital differences is that the terms, 
Hebrew Testament” and “Greek Testament,” are 
»~t scriptural designations of the Covenant of 


Let us retain the singular in our doctrinal 
tandards where the reference is to the “Scriptures 
led@¢ the Old and New Testament.” The singular 
entin#. not only good English but also good theology. 
et Uiict us pass on this little torch of testimony con- 
ctures ening the unity of the Covenant. Let us not 
at we extinguish the sweet light of this little lamp which 
ods”, Hivas so carefully trimmed by the fathers in ancient 
mpha- days. Let us not mar this language structure which 
Ology Mywas fashioned with such delicate precision in 
nent” Border that it might contain and shew forth the 
precious jewel of the Covenant of Grace, a solitary 
gem with two facets of light, called the Old and 

New Testament. 

The writer submits his conclusion that these 
are not merely changes in phraseology but vital 
changes in meaning. If you agree with the writer, 
but have already voted “faye” in your Presbytery, 
it is not too late to move a reconsideration of the 
question at the Spring Meeting of Presbytery. 
It is not too late for Commissioners to the next 
General Assembly to carefully study these pro- 
posed changes before they vote on the motion to 
adopt. Therefore, you will accept my apology 
for having presented the matter at this late date. 


*Marion, N. C. 


The National Association 
Of Evangelicals 


The 1944 convention of the National Asso- 
ciation of Evangelicals will be held in Columbus, 
Ohio, April 12 to 17. The Deshler-Wallick Hotel 
will be its headquarters. 

Most of the general sessions will be held in 

Memorial Hall. Two great mass meetings on Sun- 
day, the 16th, are expected to fill to capacity the 
City Auditorium which seats 6,000. Among the 
nationally known leaders scheduled to address the 
convention at various times are: Dr. Hyman 
Appelman, Dr. Donald Grey Barnhouse, Dr. Rich- 
ard Ellsworth Day, Dr. Bob Shuler, Dr. Bob Jones, 
Sr., Dr. H. J. Ockenga, Bishop Leslie R. Marston, 
Dr. T. Roland Philips, Mr. Howard Ferrin, Mr. 
Charles E. Gremmels, Dr. Walter Kallenbach, Rev. 
Harold Warren, and many others. 
_ Preceding the convention there will be a meet- 
Ing for all executives interested in Sunday School 
curriculum on Tuesday, April 11th, to consider 
the advisability of preparing a new series of uni- 
form lesson topics. A meeting of Gospel broad- 
casters from all sections of the country will gather 
on Wednesday, the 12th. In each case these 
sessions will open at 10:00 A. M. and continue 
throughout the day. , 


he opening service of the convention proper 


will be the evening of prayer on the 12th, under 
the leadership of Dr. E. M. Wadsworth of the 
Great Commission Prayer League. After the open- 
ing business of the convention is completed on the 
morning of the 13th, the rest of the day will be 
devoted to a conference on evangelism. On the 
14th and 15th the convention will break up into 
Work-Study groups. The many subjects of general 
interest include Evangelism in all its phases, 
Home and Foreign Missions, Rescue Missions, Edu- 
cation in all its phases, Radio, Separation of 
Church and State, Industrial Chaplaincies, Basis 
of Durable Peace, and other subjects. Also on 
April 15th there will be business sessions for the 
consideration of changes in the constitution and 
the adoption of reports. On Sunday morning the 
delegates will attend the various church services 
throughout the city, and in many instances assist 
in these services. The churches of Columbus are 
giving full cooperation to the mass meetings 
of the afternoon and evening. 

On the 17th, the final day of the convention, 
there will be further committee reports, the elec- 
tion of officers, final adoption of changes in the 
constitution, and the selection of the 1945 conven- 
tion city. At 6:30 p. m. there will be a banquet 
at which the address of the incoming president, 
the installation of officers, and the final season 
of prayer will be the principal features. 


A Pastor’s Message To 


His Service Men 
By Rev. Walter G. Somerville* 


“Dearly beloved, avenge not yourselves, but 
rather give place unto wrath: for it is written, 
vengeance is mine; I will repay, saith the Lord. 
Therefore if thine enemy hunger, feed him; if he 
thirst, give him drink: for in so doing thou shalt 
heap coals of fire on his head. Be not overcome 
of evil, but overcome evil with good.” Romans 
12:19-21. 

Two of our Boy Scouts were talking three days 
ago about the fearful mistreatment of American 
and Filipino soldiers by the Japanese. One boy 
said, if he could, he would like to treat Japanese 
prisoners just as our men have been treated. The 
other boy said; “It would not be right to do that, 
the Japanese do not know any better, we must 
teach them better.” 

How can- we teach them? What must we teach 
them? The Japanese and all people need to be 
taught the Gospel of Christ—that all who receive 
the Lord Jesus Christ as their own Saviour and 
King are made new, and given power to live as 
God’s children and soldiers of Christ. (John 1:12, 
Luke 19:10, Romans 10:10.) 


My dear friend, Rev. W. B. McIlwaine, mission- 
ary to Japan for more than forty years, received 
a letter from Japan stating that many Japanese 
Christians were imprisoned before and after 
Pearl Harbor, so that their protests against Japan’s 
brutal acts would not be heard. Ambassador Grew 
has said: “I am convinced that the principles and 
spirit of Christianity, as taught by our mission- 
aries, are far too deeply imbedded in the conscious- 
ness of the Christian converts to be seriously in- 
jured; and I do believe that those Christian ele- 
ments will form healthy tissue upon which we 
can build in future, once the cancer of Japanese 
militarism has been totally excised.” 
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It is my hope and prayer that God will deliver 
you from that brutality and bitterness which to- 
day is shown by our enemies; and that having 
been victorious under God, on the field of battle, 
we may together carry out Christ’s command: 
“Go ye into all the world and preach the Gospel 
to every creature.” (Mark 16:15). God speed the 
day! 

“The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ be with 
you all.”’ (Romans 16:24). 


*McConnellsville, S. C. 





BOOK REVIEWS 


THE SHADOW OF THE BROAD BRIM 


Published By The Judson Press, Room 407, 1701 
Chester St. Philadelphia, Pa. Price $1.50. 

All Christians feeling the need of a good tonic 
for their souls will be delighted with this biographi- 
cal study of Charles Haddon Spurgeon. It is a 
portrait of a great man and a great Christian. 
Spurgeon is pre-eminently the product of divine 
grace, and his character and influence cannot be 
explained on the basis of either his heredity or 
environment. He was a marvelous preacher of the 
more marvelous Gospel of grace, and it was be- 
cause he felt it in his own life that he could 
preach the grace of God so effectively. 

There are critics who state that Calvinism is 
not conducive to evangelism. In the ministry of 
Spurgeon we have a striking refutation of this 
baseless charge. He was a pronounced Calvinist 
and believed that Calvinism was identical with 
Christianity. It was his Calvinistic convictions 
that gave him a strong and abiding sense of vo- 
cation. He believed in predestination and had the 
consciousness that God meant him from before 
the foundation of the world to be a preacher of 
the Gospel and would support him in this until 
He called him to his eternal home. Because of 
this conviction he did not hesitate to say, “I am 
as much called to preach the Gospel as Paul was.’’ 
Although he emphasized the great articles of 
Calvinism, he was evangelistic in his ministry 
and insisted on conversions with all the ardor 
of his soul. It was said of him that he sowed the 
Gospel with one hand and reaped conversions 
with the other. With one hand he sowed Calvin- 
ism and with the other hand he reaped the harvest 
of converted souls. 

This volume is also a confirmation of the fact 
that our greatest ministers of the Gospel have 
been theological preachers. It was admitted by 
his contemporaries that Spurgeon’s theology was 
the main element in his lasting attraction. He 
preached his theological convictions week by week 
even though John Ruskin, William E. Gladstone, 
or an archbishop of Canterbury might be in the 
audience and never swerved an hair’s breadth 
from expressing his theological views. 

Dr. Day has rendered a fine service in giving 
us this fascinating life of this remarkable servant 
of Christ. All who read it will not only know 
more about this extraordinary man but also more 
about the great Christ that Spurgeon exalted. 

sae —VJohn R. Richardson. 
* 


THESE THINGS WILL LAST 


By Stacy R. Warburton 
Published By The Judson Press, 1701 Chestnut 





St. Philadelphia, Pa. Price Cloth $1.25; Paper 754 

This book gives a clear and forceful preg 
tation of the increasing need of missionary ¢y, 
deavor. Questions which have been in the ming 
of many Christian folk are answered. The autho} 
leans heavily upon the Scriptures and states “th 
authority for the Christian world mission is foyp 
in the Bible.” It is one of the paradoxes of Christ, 
anity that “the light that shines farthest Shines 
brightest at home.” 













The two chapters “The Evangelistic Proclam:. 
tion of the Gospel” and “The Christianizing ¢ 
the Christian’s World” present truths which ap 
worthy of the attention of Christian people. The 
author traces the evangelistic efforts of th 
Christian Church from the days of the apostle ty 
the present and then emphasizes the necessity of 
such effort for today. This is a splendid book fo 
a study group and we would heartily recommeni 
i —Samuel A. Jackson, 




















The Dreams Of Men And | 
The Gospel Of God 


Men are dreaming; men are planning 
A new and better age. 

Men are preaching; men are writing 
On many a printed page. 





















Men are teaching and explaining 
Their complicated plan 

Of a social renovating 
Of all mankind by man. 





























All this silly, idle dreaming— 
“Blind leaders of the blind’— 

Or the useless, endless scheming 
Of the natural mind. 





























Will lead to nothing enduring— 
A carnal, sinning host 

Of fighting, suffering, struggling 
Humanity at its worst. 



































To those who thus are planning 
A brotherhood of man, 

Comes the voice of God proclaiming, 
“Ye must be born again.” 





























Are we so sadly forgetting; 
Or have we never heard 

The Teacher from God, instructing 
A teacher of the Word? 























Let us never stop our preaching 
The Word which ever stood 
For God’s power; and for cleansing 

In His most .precious blood. 























It is only by men receiving 
The blessed Son of God, 

And the Spirit’s regenerating 
Touch on our hearts so hard 























That the church can be increasing 
With members born again, 
That the Kingdom can be coming 
When He in peace shall reign. of 






































